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Senate 
The Senate was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, May 9, 2005, at 2 p.m. 

House of Representatives 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 4, 2005 

The House met at 10 a.m. and was 
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. GINGREY). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Washington, DC, May 4, 2005. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable PHIL 
GINGREY to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Reverend M. Susan Peterson, 
Senior Pastor, Gloria Dey Lutheran 
Church, St. Paul, Minnesota, offered 
the following prayer: 

God of grace, healer of the nations 
and source of all that is generous and 
good, we call You by many names, yet 
we seek the same hope. We travel on 
different pathways but long for the 
same promise of peace. Help us to dis-
cover within the great variety of Your 
people a common purpose to do justice, 
love kindness, and walk humbly on 
earth. Grant our elected leaders the 
wisdom and courage to stand for what 
is life-giving. And in full measure, sup-
port them in work both tedious and 
challenging to seek the well-being of 
all people. 

Help each of us to overcome the bar-
riers that separate us one from an-
other, to advocate for those who have 

no voice, and to allow the freedom we 
know in this great land to move us to 
act with concern and compassion on 
behalf of others. May Your wisdom pre-
vail in this place, and Your blessing 
rest on all who serve here. Together, 
we pray. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
BARRETT) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina led 
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING THE REVEREND M. 
SUSAN PETERSON 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor our guest chaplain, 
Reverend Susan Peterson of St. Paul, 
Minnesota. I often tell students when 
they come to the Capitol that the first 

official act of the Continental Congress 
was to appoint a chaplain. The second 
thing they did was they prayed. They 
prayed for an hour and a half. We have 
long understood the importance of 
faith in our society. 

Reverend Peterson is the senior pas-
tor of Gloria Dei Lutheran Church in 
St. Paul. She was the first woman in 
the ELCA to be called as a senior pas-
tor to a large Lutheran congregation. 
A proud Minnesota native, she at-
tended Gustavus Adolphus College in 
St. Peter, Minnesota; Bradley Univer-
sity in Peoria, Illinois; the Lutheran 
Theological Seminary in Philadelphia; 
and in 1985, she and her family moved 
to St. Paul where she was called to the 
position of associate pastor at Gloria 
Dei. 

Susan has served in a variety of lead-
ership positions for the St. Paul Area 
Synod, as well as a number of other 
church-related institutions. 

I thank the Reverend Peterson for 
her service as guest Chaplain for the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. 

f 

EMPLOYEE PENSION PRESERVA-
TION AND TAXPAYER PROTEC-
TION ACT 

(Mr. PRICE of Georgia asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
the American taxpayer through the 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
has already assumed nearly $10 billion 
in unfunded pension liabilities from 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2884 May 4, 2005 
two airlines in bankruptcy. I repeat, 
$10 billion. Something has to be done, 
and that is why I am introducing the 
Employee Pension Preservation and 
Taxpayer Protection Act today. 

If a major airline files for bank-
ruptcy, taxpayers lose, employees are 
out of jobs, retirements are jeopard-
ized, and the economy suffers. My leg-
islation would allow airline carriers to 
adopt new funding rules for their pen-
sion systems so the American taxpayer 
is not footing the bill. 

Under this plan, the airline carriers 
must meet all of their current obliga-
tions, and the part that should make 
every taxpayer happy, this bill pro-
vides absolutely no subsidy from the 
Federal Government and thereby the 
taxpayer. 

Mr. Speaker, pensions are not some-
thing workers hope to receive, or some-
thing we think might be there when we 
retire. Americans work hard and save 
for retirement, understanding that 
nothing can steal away a hard-earned 
pension. That is the way it should be, 
and that is what my bill will do. I urge 
my colleagues to support this much- 
needed legislation. 

f 

EDUCATION FUNDING CUTS 
WORTHY CONTEST 

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
again this year the repeat State cham-
pions from my neighborhood high 
school, U.S. Grant, has had another 
outstanding national contest finishing 
second against the 1,500 students com-
peting in the ‘‘We the People’’ Con-
stitutional contest. 

The Grant High School performance 
has a simple formula for success: Hard 
work, dedicated teachers, outstanding 
students and parents all joined to-
gether in a creative program. They 
demonstrate year in and year out what 
works in education. 

I am sad to note that for some inex-
plicable reason the national program 
that inspired such interest in learning 
about our Constitution is absent from 
the President’s budget, eliminating 
$29.4 million in civic education from 
the Department of Education. I hope 
we will be able to correct that defi-
ciency. This is exactly the type of pro-
gram and the positive reinforcement 
that the champions from Grant High 
School and students from across Amer-
ica deserve. 

f 

HONORING SPECIALIST GAVIN 
COLBURN 

(Mr. NEY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the ultimate sacrifice made by 
an American hero, Specialist Gavin 
Colburn of Frankfort, Ohio. He was an 

Army Reservist with the 542nd Trans-
portation Company serving in the war 
on terror in Iraq. 

Specialist Colburn would be consid-
ered a hero by anyone’s standards for 
being willing to answer his Nation’s 
call to duty. Yet, Gavin was a hero in 
an even greater sense. On April 22 when 
a roadside bomb exploded near Spe-
cialist Colburn’s truck, he threw him-
self in between the bomb and a fellow 
soldier, saving her life while sacrificing 
his own. 

As we struggle to deal with the loss 
of this young man, let me assure Mem-
bers that Specialist Gavin Colburn’s 
life was not sacrificed in vain. Spe-
cialist Colburn was a young man full of 
promise, passion, bravery and heart, a 
young man fighting for what he be-
lieved was right and fighting for a 
cause he believed to be true. 

Gavin loved his fiancee, his family 
and friends. And he loved his country. 
His family, his fiancee, his friends, the 
community of Frankfort, Ohio, and the 
United States of America, will never 
forget the incredible sacrifice this 
young man has made, for Specialist 
Gavin Colburn was born more than a 
soldier, he was an American patriot 
and an American hero. May God rest 
his soul. 

f 

DEVELOPING PEACEMAKING 
SKILLS 

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, has 
Congress gotten use to the idea of the 
U.S. being in a war, an occupation in 
Iraq? 

Congress endorsed the President’s ac-
tions over and over again even though 
those actions were based on misin-
formation and falsehoods. It has appro-
priated over $270 billion for the war. It 
has provided money to build new bases 
in Iraq. It has not held a single inves-
tigative hearing that has made one bit 
of difference in the administration’s 
conduct of the war. 

But if the war cannot be justified, 
then neither can the occupation. Some 
are now content to say well, we are 
there, we have to stay there. 

Mr. Speaker, it was wrong to go in 
and it is wrong to stay in. We attacked 
a nation that did not attack us. We 
waged war against a people who did not 
want war with us. We have killed peo-
ple who have more quarrel with us. We 
are occupying a nation that does not 
want us there. 

This Congress has the power to end 
the war. We should work together to 
set a day for withdrawal and a cutoff of 
funds. We acted decisively to get into 
war, we should act decisively to get 
out. In doing so, we must begin to de-
velop peacemaking skills superior to 
our war-making skills or our world will 
not survive. 

UNITED NATIONS AMBASSADOR 

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, if U.N. re-
form is the issue, then John Bolton 
would make a good ambassador to the 
United Nations. He supports a United 
Nations that is transparent and effec-
tive. He supports a U.N. that does not 
work against American interests. He 
supports a U.N. that respects the sov-
ereign laws of member nations, and he 
supports the ability of the U.S. to act 
according to its own national interest. 

The Senate Democrats do not agree 
with him. These senators support a 
U.N. that even works against American 
interests, a U.N. that is not account-
able to member states. A classic tactic 
of people hiding their true agenda is do 
not debate the issue, attack the person. 

Their cynical strategy has made the 
number one qualification for ambas-
sador good manners, not experience. 
Because a partisan political operative 
accuses John Bolton of being rude to 
staff, he is not qualified. 

Mr. Speaker, if being rude to staff 
disqualifies John Bolton, then probably 
half the Members of Congress would be 
disqualified as well. Let he who is with-
out sin cast the first stone. 

f 

MISCONDUCT OF COMMITTEE ON 
STANDARDS OF OFFICIAL CON-
DUCT 

(Ms. WATSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, the 
House of Representatives has an elabo-
rate set of rules and regulations to en-
sure that Members’ commitment to the 
public interest is never undermined by 
a conflict of interest. Unfortunately, 
the very House body charged with en-
forcing these rules and regulations is 
itself suffering from a conflict of inter-
est. 

At the start of this year, three Re-
publican members of the Committee on 
Standards of Official Conduct were re-
moved by their party because they 
were not friendly enough to the leader-
ship. Two of the replacement members 
have given $15,000 to a legal defense 
fund for a member of the Republican 
leadership who likely will become sub-
ject to an ethics investigation. 

Does any Member believe these two 
Members can fairly and independently, 
without bias, judge a Republican House 
leader while at the same time helping 
to pay his legal bills? The Committee 
on Standards of Official Conduct has 
not even yet met, but the deck is al-
ready stacked against getting to the 
real truth and restoring the high stand-
ards of this House. The American peo-
ple should be rightfully troubled and 
outraged. 
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HONORING CHALLENGE TO 

CHANGE PROGRAM 

(Mr. KLINE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the efforts of some excep-
tional young Minnesotans. The stu-
dents and staff of Lakeville High 
School have taken it upon themselves 
to meet a growing need within their 
community. Inspired to act by the 
tragic drug and alcohol-related death 
of a Lakeville student, principals Julie 
Espe convened a task force focused on 
drug education and prevention, and the 
‘‘Challenge to Change’’ effort was 
begun. 

Lakeville students and staff members 
involved in this task force have orga-
nized awareness activities for high 
school and junior high school students, 
including panel discussions with stu-
dents who have overcome challenges, 
as well as those who have made the 
tough choice to avoid drug and alcohol 
use. These events have made a signifi-
cant impact on the youth of the 
Lakeville community, and have gained 
the attention of community leaders 
and local officials. 

Encouraged by the early success, the 
group has many more activities 
planned to emphasize their message 
throughout the upcoming graduation 
season. The proactive efforts of the 
Challenge to Change group are a fan-
tastic example of the positive power of 
community involvement in the lives of 
our children. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend the efforts 
of those involved in the Challenge to 
Change program, and wish them con-
tinued success. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SENATOR ARAM 
GARABEDIAN 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize a dedicated public 
servant and dear friend, Senator Aram 
Garabedian on the occasion of his 70th 
birthday. I have known Aram for 15 
years, and he has never failed to in-
spire me with his commitment to the 
citizens of Rhode Island. 

Born and raised in Rhode Island, 
Aram Garabedian currently resides in 
Cranston and serves as city council 
president. But this is only the most re-
cent chapter in his distinguished ca-
reer. Since the early 1970s, Aram has 
served in a number of capacities, most 
notably as a member of the Rhode Is-
land House of Representatives and a 
State senator. 

He has been a model citizen, and he 
has never stopped serving his commu-
nity and fellow Rhode Islanders. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a great honor to 
recognize my good friend, Aram 
Garabedian, for his lifetime of service, 

and to wish him a happy and healthy 
70th birthday. 

f 

b 1015 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

(Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
Mr. Speaker, the first 100 days of the 
109th Congress have been very success-
ful, but there is still a lot of work we 
have got to do. One item at the top of 
the list is our need to strengthen So-
cial Security. I was honored to accom-
pany President Bush to my home State 
of South Carolina as he addressed the 
general assembly regarding the issue of 
Social Security. I have found that for 
the most part people understand that 
Social Security is safe for today’s sen-
iors and those nearing retirement, but 
is still very dangerous for our younger 
workers; and they know the facts as 
they relate to the problem. 

What they want is for Congress to 
present clear and concise ideas on a 
permanent fix. I look forward to work-
ing with my colleagues toward a solu-
tion in the coming weeks and months 
to fix once and for all the Social Secu-
rity system. The time is now. The op-
portunity is now. The future is now. 

f 

REPUBLICAN ETHICS REVERSAL 

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the 
House Republican majority finally did 
the right thing last week when it re-
stored bipartisan ethics rules. Repub-
licans fortunately caved to public criti-
cism. And now, as the Ethics Com-
mittee gets ready to organize, we will 
see if the Republican majority is really 
interested in restoring the integrity of 
this institution. 

The new chairman of the Ethics Com-
mittee has said that he wants to ap-
point his chief of staff from his per-
sonal office to be the new staff director 
of the Ethics Committee. This action 
would defy House rules, which explic-
itly state that Ethics Committee staff-
ers are to be nonpartisan. The rule is 
important since the actions of the Eth-
ics Committee are intended to protect 
the integrity of this institution, not 
the integrity of an individual Member 
of either political party. 

By appointing a Republican as the 
main staffer on the Ethics Committee, 
the Republican majority would under-
mine any decision that came out of the 
committee. I would hope that Chair-
man HASTINGS would reconsider this 
political appointment before the Ethics 
Committee organizes in the coming 
days. 

f 

HONORING WILLIAM CLAY FORD, 
SR. 

(Mr. MCCOTTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MCCOTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor William Clay Ford, Sr., 
for 57 years of dedicated service as a 
member of the Ford Motor Company’s 
board of directors. He has served on the 
board with distinction for over half of 
the Ford Motor Company’s history of 
almost 102 years. As the only surviving 
grandson of the late Henry Ford and 
the father of the current chairman, he 
uniquely links Ford’s past, present, 
and future. 

Mr. FORD served the company as an 
employee from 1949 until 1989. He held 
a variety of executive positions, in-
cluding vice president and general 
manager of the continental division. 
Throughout his career, he oversaw the 
design and development of a number of 
classic vehicles, including the Conti-
nental Mark II, a worthy successor to 
the Continentals designed by his fa-
ther, Edsel Ford. The Mark II is consid-
ered by many to be one of the most 
beautiful personal luxury cars ever 
built. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in honoring William Clay Ford, 
Sr., as he retires from the Ford Motor 
Company board of directors and in 
wishing him the best of luck as he be-
comes director emeritus. 

f 

ASIAN PACIFIC ISLANDER 
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH 

(Ms. SOLIS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
in celebration of Asian Pacific Islander 
American Heritage Month. As a mem-
ber of the Congressional Asian Pacific 
Islander American Caucus, I am proud 
to pay tribute to the 120,000 individuals 
of Asian descent that I represent in the 
32nd Congressional District in Cali-
fornia. Communities like Rosemead, 
Monterey Park, West Covina and other 
cities throughout my district have ex-
perienced firsthand the economic and 
cultural contributions of Asian and Pa-
cific Islanders. Asian and Pacific Is-
landers in my district represent local 
government, entrepreneurs, educators, 
and patriots. This month we should 
also remember the great contributions 
that were provided by Congressman 
Robert Matsui, who was a great advo-
cate and champion of Asian American 
issues throughout our country. 

I encourage all my colleagues to cele-
brate with us throughout the month of 
May to learn more about the rich cul-
tures of Asian and Pacific Islander 
Americans. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE SOLOMON 
AMENDMENT 

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, recently 
the Supreme Court announced it would 
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decide whether some law schools might 
curb military recruiters’ access to 
their students. The issue in question is 
the Solomon amendment, a Federal 
law that requires universities to give 
military recruiters equal access or risk 
losing millions of dollars in Federal 
funding. These universities allow IBM, 
GE and other corporations access, but 
not the military. I commend the Su-
preme Court for taking up this case 
and urge them to reverse a lower court 
injunction against enforcement of the 
Solomon amendment. 

The Solomon amendment is nec-
essary to protect the military against 
the antimilitary sentiment of some 
universities and colleges. Yet many of 
these universities receive millions and 
millions of hardworking American tax 
dollars in Federal funds. These univer-
sities will take taxpayers’ money, but 
then will discriminate against the very 
people who put their lives on the line 
to protect our freedoms. This is not 
right. I urge support for the Solomon 
amendment. 

f 

NOTING CONTRIBUTIONS OF IMMI-
GRANTS ON OCCASION OF CINCO 
DE MAYO 

(Mr. CUELLAR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CUELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the strength of the contribu-
tions of our immigrants. We find our 
immigrants, our sons and daughters, in 
government; we find them in the arts; 
we find them in medicine, in our edu-
cational system. And the strength that 
they provide our country has been out-
standing. My mother and my father 
went only to a third and sixth grade 
education. They worked hard. They 
taught us how to work hard, and they 
taught us the power of education. 

This is why it is important that we 
recognize the strength and the diver-
sity that our country is based on the 
immigrants, especially now that we 
rise and we see the Cinco de Mayo, es-
pecially my district, which is about 68 
percent Hispanics. We should thank 
their contributions and recognize that 
contribution. 

f 

SENATE FILIBUSTER 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to de-
nounce the grave injustice occurring a 
few hundred yards from here in the 
United States Senate. As any student 
of American Government knows, it is 
the job of the President to nominate 
fellow Americans to serve as Federal 
judges, and it is the job of the Senate 
to either approve or reject those nomi-
nations. It is a simple system that 
guarantees proper checks and balances 
in the manner our forefathers envi-
sioned. 

Over the past 2 years, though, Senate 
Democrats have exploited parliamen-

tary loopholes to prevent the Senate 
from voting up or down on many of 
President Bush’s highly qualified nomi-
nees. They are hiding behind the Sen-
ate filibuster to block judicial nomi-
nees who have the support of the ma-
jority of the Senate, something that 
has never been done in American his-
tory. 

Democrats in the Senate are not ask-
ing for time to debate these nominees. 
They are not going to the American 
people and explaining why they oppose 
them. They are not even using their 
talents of persuasion to urge their Re-
publican colleagues to vote ‘‘no.’’ No, 
they are just refusing to vote. And that 
is just wrong. 

I stand for this simple proposition, 
that every judicial nominee of the 
President deserves a fair yes-or-no 
vote. If Democrats do not like the 
President’s nominees, they can vote 
‘‘no,’’ but to avoid voting altogether is 
a dangerous disservice. 

f 

SECOND CHANCE REENTRY ACT 

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
understand that Representative Rob 
Portman’s last day was Friday of last 
week. President Bush appointed him to 
be the U.S. Trade Representative, and 
Rob has gone off to pursue those du-
ties. I want to wish him well. 

Rob and I worked closely together, 
and we introduced something called 
the Second Chance Reentry Act, to as-
sist inmates coming home from prison 
to rehabilitate and redeploy and rede-
velop and reestablish their lives. I have 
never enjoyed working more with a 
Member who was dedicated to what he 
was attempting to do, totally com-
mitted, willing to compromise; and we 
have a bill that we think will go a long 
way toward assisting these individuals. 

And so I trust that in memory of the 
great work that Rob Portman did, all 
of us will support the Second Chance 
Reentry Act and continue the work 
that Rob was so proud of. Rob, we 
thank you. 

f 

IRAQI CABINET 

(Mr. CHOCOLA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CHOCOLA. Mr. Speaker, a few 
short months ago, millions of Iraqis 
risked their lives by simply casting a 
vote. This week, the bravery dem-
onstrated on that historic January day 
came to fruition as the country’s first 
freely elected government in over half 
a century was sworn in. The new cabi-
net is representative of the various 
ethnic and religious groups in Iraq and 
will be charged with the important 
task of writing a permanent Iraqi con-
stitution. This milestone is yet an-
other victory for the Iraqi people and 

delivers a further blow to the terrorists 
and advances the cause of freedom 
worldwide. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to reiterate our 
continued admiration and support of 
the Iraqi people, and I commend them 
for the courage and tenacity they con-
tinue to demonstrate as they embrace 
freedom and democracy. 

f 

109TH REPUBLICANS DELIVER 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS FOR AMERICA 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, America’s economic future is 
bright. Since May 2003, more than 3 
million American jobs have been cre-
ated, and we have had 22 straight 
months of job growth. In the last 
month alone, more than 110,000 Ameri-
cans have found jobs. 

In the past 100 days, House Repub-
licans have delivered a long list of ac-
complishments that are spurring eco-
nomic growth and making a positive 
difference for millions of American 
families. The 109th Congress has passed 
legislation that will permanently re-
peal the death tax, decrease the deficit, 
strengthen America’s borders, prevent 
frivolous lawsuits, improve our high-
ways, and provide our country with a 
comprehensive energy plan. Because of 
our continued efforts, the unemploy-
ment rate is now at the lowest level 
since September 2001. 

Each of these accomplishments will 
ensure that our economy continues to 
improve. However, we will not be satis-
fied until every American who wants a 
job can find a job. Although Democrats 
continue to try to obstruct our positive 
agenda, House Republicans will remain 
dedicated to helping American workers 
take care of their families. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
God bless Grace Christian School, and 
we will never forget September 11. 

f 

JUDICIAL NOMINEES 

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, as an 
elected official from the First District 
of Ohio, I took an oath to uphold the 
Constitution. In taking the oath, I 
have an obligation to ensure that the 
Constitution and the intent of the 
Founding Fathers is protected. The 
American people deserve to know that 
the Constitution, the intent of the 
Founders, and 214 years of tradition are 
being jeopardized by use, or the threat-
ened use, of the filibuster on judicial 
nominations. Never before has a judi-
cial nominee with clear majority sup-
port been denied an up-or-down vote. 
The filibuster is not part of the Con-
stitution, nor is it even part of the 
original Senate rules. However, the use 
of the filibuster on judicial nomina-
tions threatens the very principles on 
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which this country was founded by 
forcing the Constitution to yield to a 
Senate rule, a predicament that should 
be untenable to all of us who have 
sworn to uphold that most sacred docu-
ment. 

The filibuster has been and continues 
to be useful when it comes to legisla-
tion. It should remain. However, judi-
cial nominees deserve more and the 
American people deserve more. They 
deserve what the Constitution calls for, 
an up-or-down vote. 

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

(Mr. CANTOR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, Social 
Security is undoubtedly the sacred 
bond between the United States Gov-
ernment and the American people. The 
Social Security debate is one about 
how to best protect the interests of to-
day’s seniors while preserving benefits 
for our children and our grandchildren. 

When visiting citizens in my congres-
sional district over the last several 
months, I was able to hear from stu-
dents, seniors, employers and others 
about their thoughts on the problem 
facing the Social Security system. Un-
doubtedly, I heard the message that 
the Social Security system is headed 
for a crisis. In the 1930s when Social 
Security was created, there were more 
than 40 workers for every retiree. 
Today, there are just over three work-
ers for every retiree. By 2018, there will 
be less than three workers for every re-
tiree. These are the facts. This is our 
reality. To ignore this problem or to 
claim that there is no problem is plain 
irresponsible. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
produce a solution for the American 
people to save our Social Security sys-
tem. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule 
XX, the Chair will postpone further 
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote 
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on 
which the vote is objected to under 
clause 6 of rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later today. 

f 

b 1030 

FRANCIS C. GOODPASTER POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1082) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 120 East Illinois Avenue in 
Vinita, Oklahoma, as the ‘‘Francis C. 
Goodpaster Post Office Building.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1082 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FRANCIS C. GOODPASTER POST OF-

FICE BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 

United States Postal Service located at 120 
East Illinois Avenue in Vinita, Oklahoma, 
shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Francis C. Goodpaster Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Francis C. Goodpaster 
Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GINGREY). Pursuant to the rule, the 
gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS) and the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. DAVIS) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Com-

mittee on Government Reform and its 
chairman, I rise to begin the consider-
ation of H.R. 1082. This legislation hon-
ors a caring community leader who 
personifies much of what is good about 
America. Francis Goodpaster was a 
veteran, postmaster, philanthropist, 
teacher, church elder, and lifelong resi-
dent of the northeast Oklahoma town 
of Vinita. All members of the Okla-
homa State delegation have joined the 
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN), the sponsor, as cosponsors of 
H.R. 1082. 

Born in Vinita, Oklahoma in 1909, 
Francis Goodpaster became employed 
by the Post Office Department in 1937. 
He left his job and his home to serve 
our Nation in the Army in World War 
II. He retired from the Army as a lieu-
tenant colonel. In 1964 he became Post-
master in Vinita until his retirement 
in 1973. 

In addition to his postal and military 
career, Mr. Goodpaster was very active 
in his native community. He served as 
Craig County Commissioner, President 
of the Vinita Lions Club, commander 
in the local American Legion, Red 
Cross board member, and he was even 
an elder at the Pilgrim Presbyterian 
Church. 

Mr. Speaker, Francis Goodpaster 
passed away on March 3, 2002. We sup-
port this legislation that will memori-
alize his contributions to his home-
town of Vinita, Oklahoma. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
BOREN), the sponsor of this legislation. 

Mr. BOREN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Illinois for yield-
ing me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to voice my 
support for H.R. 1082, which will name 
the Vinita, Oklahoma Post Office after 
Francis C. Goodpaster. 

Francis Goodpaster was a lifelong 
resident of Vinita, only leaving his 
hometown briefly to attend Oklahoma 
A&M and to serve his country during 
World War II. He was also a man who 
dedicated his life to public service. His 
service, however, was not only to the 
people of the great State of Oklahoma, 
but to the people of our Nation as well. 

Mr. Goodpaster first entered service 
with the United States Postal Depart-
ment in 1937. He remained in his post 
delivering mail to the people of Vinita 
until his retirement in 1973. In fact, his 
great service to the postal system and 
the people it serves earned him the po-
sition of Postmaster for the Vinita 
Post Office during the last decade of 
service. From what I am told, Francis 
Goodpaster put the ‘‘service’’ in the 
postal service, and he was proud to do 
so. In fact, I understand that several 
Christmases and several of those cele-
brations were put on hold in the 
Goodpaster household until all the 
packages were delivered to all the resi-
dents of Vinita. Again, this just shows 
the value that Francis Goodpaster saw 
in serving the public and making sure 
that his friends, neighbors, and com-
munity members were happy. 

In addition to serving his community 
of Vinita, Francis Goodpaster was also 
a public servant for the State of Okla-
homa. Upon returning from Oklahoma 
A&M, Mr. Goodpaster was elected by 
his peers to represent them as a rep-
resentative in the Oklahoma State leg-
islature. Having previously served in 
the Oklahoma legislature myself, I un-
derstand the respect that this deserves 
when the district sends someone to the 
State capital, and they did that with 
Francis Goodpaster. 

Even more selflessly than being a 
public servant to his community and to 
his State, Francis Goodpaster was a 
public servant to his Nation. For a 
time during his early years in the post-
al service, Mr. Goodpaster served our 
Nation as part of the Greatest Genera-
tion in World War II. As a lieutenant 
colonel in the United States Army, he 
did his part to help ensure the free-
doms that we enjoy here today. I feel 
that such selflessness should not go 
unacknowledged. 

These are only a few of the many ac-
complishments in Francis Goodpaster’s 
life. I could go on and on with many 
more examples of the great gifts of 
service that he gave to the State and 
the Nation, from filling a term as Craig 
County Commissioner to serving on the 
board of the Red Cross, to being a part 
of the State’s Silver Hair Legislature 
for two terms. In the end, though, I 
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think that what needs to be said is that 
Francis Goodpaster was a good man 
who loved his hometown, who loved his 
State, and loved his Nation and showed 
his appreciation through public serv-
ice. For this reason I believe we should 
now show our appreciation to him. 

Mr. Speaker, I can think of very few 
people that are as deserving to have 
this honor bestowed upon them. There-
fore, I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting H.R. 1082 to show our appre-
ciation for all of Francis Goodpaster’s 
public service. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

As a member of the House Committee 
on Government Reform, I am pleased 
to join the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS) and the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) in 
consideration of H.R. 1082, legislation 
naming a postal facility in Vinita, 
Oklahoma after the late Francis C. 
Goodpaster. This measure, of course, 
was introduced by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) on March 3, 
2005, and unanimously reported by our 
committee on April 13, 2005, and it en-
joys the support and cosponsorship of 
the entire Oklahoma delegation. 

As we have heard, Mr. Goodpaster 
was indeed a ‘‘man for all seasons,’’ 
very active in his community, totally 
committed to his country, and I join 
with my colleagues in suggesting that 
there is no better person to name a 
United States postal facility after than 
Mr. Francis Goodpaster. So I join with 
my colleagues in urging swift passage. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I urge all Members to support this 
legislation introduced by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. BOREN) 
and urge the passage of H.R. 1082. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
SHAYS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1082. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORABLE JUDGE GEORGE N. 
LEIGHTON POST OFFICE BUILDING 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1542) to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 695 Pleasant Street in New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, as the ‘‘Honor-
able Judge George N. Leighton Post Of-
fice Building.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H.R. 1542 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. HONORABLE JUDGE GEORGE N. 
LEIGHTON POST OFFICE BUILDING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 695 
Pleasant Street in New Bedford, Massachu-
setts, shall be known and designated as the 
‘‘Honorable Judge George N. Leighton Post 
Office Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Honorable Judge 
George N. Leighton Post Office Building’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1542 names this 

postal facility in New Bedford Massa-
chusetts as the ‘‘Honorable Judge 
George N. Leighton Post Office Build-
ing.’’ This fitting tribute honors a no-
table and ground-breaking judicial fig-
ure. Judge Leighton was born George 
Neves Leitao in New Bedford, Massa-
chusetts on October 22, 1912. As a 
young man, Leitao fought for our Na-
tion in World War II and was awarded 
the Bronze Star for his courageous 
service. After he returned safely home 
from the war, he pursued his dreams of 
going to law school and earned a law 
degree from Harvard in 1946. 

After graduation he moved to Chi-
cago to pursue his career in the law. He 
ultimately became a judge of the Cir-
cuit Court of Cook County, Illinois in 
1964, and in 1969 he was elevated to 
judge of the Appellate Court, First Dis-
trict. In that capacity Judge Leighton 
became the first African American 
judge to sit on the Illinois Appellate 
Court. 

Mr. Speaker, President Gerald Ford 
recognized Judge Leighton’s judicial 
prowess and appointed him to the 
United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois in 1976. His 
distinguished tenure as a Federal judge 
lasted until 1987. 

Mr. Speaker, Judge George Leighton 
was a great legal mind who also was a 
professor at the John Marshall School 
of Law in Chicago for more than a 
quarter of a century. I thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) for offering H.R. 1542. I know he 
is proud of Judge Leighton, who, at 95 
years of age, continues to be the pride 
of all New Bedford residents. 

Judge Leighton is tremendously de-
serving of this honor, and it is terrific 

that this post office will hopefully soon 
carry his name. I urge all Members to 
support this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the 
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my colleague 
in consideration of H.R. 1542, legisla-
tion naming a postal facility in New 
Bedford, Massachusetts after Judge 
George N. Leighton. This measure, 
which was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) on April 12, 2005, and unani-
mously reported by our committee on 
April 13, 2005, enjoys the support and 
cosponsorship of the entire Massachu-
setts delegation. 

George Leighton was born in New 
Bedford, Massachusetts, the son of na-
tives of the African coastal Cape Verde 
Islands. Raised in New Bedford, he 
worked as a berry picker, dishwasher, 
and cook. After winning an essay con-
test, George used the prize money to 
pay the first semester tuition at How-
ard University in Washington, D.C. 

Although not the recipient of a high 
school education, George went on to 
graduate from Howard in 1940, magna 
cum laude. He was accepted into Har-
vard Law School, graduating after 
serving 3 years in the infantry in World 
War II. 

In 1947 George Leighton was admit-
ted to the Bar of the State of Illinois. 
He became active in civic affairs, serv-
ing as chairman of the Chicago Na-
tional Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People, NAACP, Polit-
ical Action Committee and Legal Re-
dress Committee. 

Throughout his legal practice, Judge 
Leighton was involved in cases of na-
tional importance for many African 
Americans. His cases resulted in the 
desegregation of public schools in Har-
risburg, Illinois and the release of a 
man sentenced to death row. 

In 1964 George Leighton was elected a 
judge in the Circuit Court of Cook 
County, and in 1976 President Ford ap-
pointed him to the U.S. District Court 
for the Northern District of Illinois. 

Judge Leighton, the recipient of nu-
merous awards, honors, and honorary 
degrees, retired from the bench in 1987. 
Currently, a young man in his 90s, 
Judge Leighton serves ‘‘Of Counsel’’ in 
the Chicago law firm of Neal & Leroy 
and teaches as an adjunct professor at 
John Marshall Law School. 

b 1045 

He is also a master chess player. 
Mr. Speaker, I commend my col-

league for sponsoring H.R. 1542, and I 
might note that Judge Leighton was 
appointed to the Federal bench by 
President Ford, a Republican. Judge 
Leighton in Chicago was always known 
to all of us as a Democrat and was very 
active in Chicago Democratic politics 
and political circles. So I think it is 
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noteworthy that he was appointed by a 
Republican President. I never knew 
that he had lived and grown up in Mas-
sachusetts, but obviously he did. 

Mr. Speaker, I see that we are fortu-
nate, because the sponsor of this legis-
lation, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK), is just entering the 
Chamber, and I know that he wanted to 
be able to make some comments, so he 
is very timely. I want to thank the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) for honoring and recognizing a 
person that I always thought was a na-
tive of Chicago. I did not know that he 
was actually a native of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK), the spon-
sor of the legislation. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Illinois and the gentleman from Con-
necticut, good friends who kept debate 
alive so I could get here. I was in a 
hearing where I am the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Financial 
Services, and I appreciate the chance 
to speak. 

Let me say to my friend from Chi-
cago that we are delighted to have lent 
you this very distinguished jurist, 
Judge Leighton. He has come back 
home now. Chicago was a nice place to 
visit, and the visit did last many dec-
ades; but I am delighted to have had 
the chance to respond to the unani-
mous vote of the City Council of New 
Bedford urging me to introduce this 
legislation. I appreciate the commit-
tee’s processing it. 

I think, as the gentleman from Illi-
nois mentioned, I am delighted to be 
here on behalf of a Republican nominee 
to the Federal bench. Judge Leighton 
was an appointment of President Ger-
ald Ford. Judge Leighton is a man who, 
in his own right as a jurist, as a distin-
guished legal scholar, deserves recogni-
tion. It does not, I think, diminish one 
iota, but rather enhances him, to note 
that he is not simply an extremely dis-
tinguished judge, a man who, born into 
difficult circumstances to immigrant 
parents who did everything they could 
to provide him with the opportunities; 
a man whose education was interrupted 
by service in World War II, so he over-
came a number of obstacles and, de-
spite that, graduated from law school 
and earned an appointment to the Fed-
eral bench and earned a great reputa-
tion on the Federal bench. 

In addition, it is important to note, 
given the nature of this country and 
the fact that we are a country that has 
drawn enormous strength from immi-
gration, from people coming from all 
over the world, the thing about immi-
grants is that they are not a random 
sample of the population from which 
they come. Immigration is itself an act 
that shows entrepreneurship and en-
ergy. Lazy people on the whole do not 
immigrate to foreign countries where 
they do not even speak the language. 
The very fact of immigration is a sign 

of a degree of eagerness to better your-
selves, to work hard for yourselves and 
your family. 

So I do not think it is an accident 
that our national prosperity and thriv-
ing democracy has been strengthened 
by our being the place where some of 
the most energetic and entrepreneurial 
people from all over the world come. 

Judge Leighton’s parents were in 
that category. They come from the Is-
land Republic of Cape Cabo Verde, and 
it is a country which has recently been 
recognized by this administration for 
its commitment to democracy and its 
vigorous support for economic develop-
ment by being in the very first group of 
countries that qualified for the Millen-
nium Challenge Account. 

Judge Leighton was in that first 
wave of Cape Verdean immigrants, a 
man born in 1912; and I do note for the 
record that Judge Leighton is exactly 2 
days younger than my mother, as I 
looked at his birth date; and he is one 
of the people who was in the lead in 
this particular ethnic group, people of 
Cape Verdean descent, taking their 
place in America, as so many groups 
before them and after them continue to 
do. It is a source of great pride to the 
people of Cape Verdean descent and to 
the people of the Republic of Cape 
Verde that a man born to Cape Verdean 
immigrant parents rose by dint of his 
own intelligence and commitment to 
this very distinguished position. 

I am particularly grateful that July 5 
is Cape Verdean Independence Day, and 
I will be marching in a parade then, as 
I always do, sponsored by a very impor-
tant organization, the Cape Verdean 
Veterans Association. Cape Verdeans 
have, from the moment of their coming 
here, been strongly patriotic Ameri-
cans and they have a strong tradition 
and identification with the armed serv-
ices. 

I am very proud that one of the peo-
ple who works for me in Massachu-
setts, Ervin Russell, is a Vietnam vet-
eran, an in-country Vietnam veteran of 
Cape Verdean descent who is very ac-
tive with that organization; and on 
July 5, we are looking forward to, after 
completing this parade run by the Cape 
Verdean Veterans Association, dedi-
cating this post office; and we will 
have, I think, the ambassador and oth-
ers, because this is a celebration of the 
triumph of a man. It is also a vindica-
tion of the American immigrant tradi-
tion, because it is a symbol of what the 
immigrants to this country have given 
to this country. 

Judge Leighton has done enormous 
service to America, and he is being 
honored at the request, as I say, of the 
city council and the mayor of the city 
of New Bedford, both for his own work 
and as a symbol of the Cape Verdean 
immigration to this country. So I very 
much appreciate what my colleagues 
have done. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr. Speak-
er, I am pleased to support legislation to des-
ignate The Honorable Judge George N. Leigh-
ton Post Office Building in my neighboring 

State of Massachusetts. Judge Leighton was 
born to Cape Verdean immigrants in New 
Bedford, Massachusetts on October 22, 1912. 
Forced to leave school in the seventh grade to 
work on an oil tanker, he continued his edu-
cation by reading books, attending night 
schools, and studying in Works Progress Ad-
ministration classes. His education continued 
at the prestigious Howard University, where he 
graduated magna cum laude in 1940. He im-
mediately enrolled in Harvard University’s 
School of Law, but left to serve our Nation in 
World War II, where he earned a Bronze Star. 

After earning his LL.B. degree from Harvard 
in 1946 and establishing a successful law 
practice in Chicago, Judge Leighton began his 
career as a Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County, Illinois from 1964 to 1969. He then 
served as a Judge of the Appellate Court, 
First District from 1969 to 1976. In 1976, 
President Ford appointed Judge Leighton to 
the United States District Court for the North-
ern District of Illinois where he served until 
1987 when he became legal Counsel to the 
Chicago law firm of Earl L. Neal & Associates. 

Judge Leighton is certainly a hero for the 
estimated 15,000 Cape Verdean individuals 
who currently live in my home State of Rhode 
Island. His life is an example of how one per-
son can overcome great obstacles to truly 
achieve the American Dream. Among his sev-
eral accomplishments and honors, Judge 
Leighton was the first African-American lawyer 
to sit on the Board of Managers of the Chi-
cago Bar Association, the first African-Amer-
ican judge to serve as a Chancellor in the Cir-
cuit Court of Cook County, and the first Afri-
can-American judge to sit on the Illinois Appel-
late Court. I am pleased that his achievements 
have been recognized by the Congress with 
the naming of this post office and would once 
again like to offer my full support to this legis-
lation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I urge all 
Members to support the passage of the 
bill sponsored by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. FRANK), H.R. 1542, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISSA). The question is on the motion of-
fered by the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 1542. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1185, FEDERAL DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE REFORM ACT OF 2005 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 255 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 255 
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
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House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1185) to reform 
the Federal deposit insurance system, and 
for other purposes. The first reading of the 
bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. After general 
debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider as an original 
bill for the purpose of amendment under the 
five-minute rule the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Financial Services now print-
ed in the bill. Each section of the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be considered as read. During consider-
ation of the bill for amendment, the Chair-
man of the Committee of the Whole may ac-
cord priority in recognition on the basis of 
whether the Member offering an amendment 
has caused it to be printed in the portion of 
the Congressional Record designated for that 
purpose in clause 8 of rule XVIII. Amend-
ments so printed shall be considered as read. 
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill 
for amendment the Committee shall rise and 
report the bill to the House with such 
amendments as may have been adopted. Any 
Member may demand a separate vote in the 
House on any amendment adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the 
committee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) is 
recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. MATSUI), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, the rule before us today 
is a fair and completely open rule that 
allows any Member with a germane 
amendment to this legislation to come 
to the floor and offer it for consider-
ation by the whole House. It provides 
for 1 hour of general debate, equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Financial Services. It 
waives all points of order against con-
sideration of the bill, and provides that 
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Financial Services now 
printed in the bill shall be considered 
as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment. 

Finally, it provides that the bill shall 
be considered for amendment by sec-
tion and that each section shall be con-
sidered as read. It authorizes the Chair 
to accord priority and recognition to 
Members who have preprinted their 
amendments in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, and provides for one motion to 
recommit, with or without instruc-
tions. 

I rise today in strong support of this 
rule and the underlying legislation, 

which addresses some fundamental and 
largely uncontroversial reforms of the 
deposit insurance system, a system 
that dates back to 1934 and has served 
as a source of stability for the banking 
system of this country for over 7 dec-
ades. This legislation, which has the 
support of 40 bipartisan cosponsors, 
closely resembles legislation that was 
H.R. 3717 from the 107th Congress 
which overwhelmingly passed the 
House by a vote of 408 to 18, and a bill 
from the 108th Congress, H.R. 522, 
which passed the House by an even 
greater margin of 411 to 11. 

The improvements that this legisla-
tion makes to the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act are simple. First, the bill 
merges the separate insurance funds 
that currently protect the deposits of 
banks and savings associations, cre-
ating an even stronger, more stable 
fund than either fund can provide by 
itself. 

Second, the bill addresses the ‘‘pro- 
cyclical bias’’ of the current system 
that requires sharply higher premiums 
at low points in the business cycle, 
when banks are least able to pay them 
and funds are most needed for lending 
to create economic growth. By giving 
the FDIC the tools it needs to manage 
these funds more appropriately, this 
legislation will ease volatility in the 
banking system and speed up recovery 
during economic downturns. 

Third, the bill increases the amount 
of deposit insurance available to de-
positors while also indexing it for fu-
ture inflation. The system has gone 25 
years without such an adjustment, the 
longest period in history; and this 
small increase in the safety net for sav-
ings of American families is now nec-
essary if deposit insurance is to main-
tain its future relevance. By raising 
the levels to $130,000 for personal sav-
ings accounts, $260,000 for personal re-
tirement accounts, and $2 million for 
in-state municipal deposits, it will en-
courage more people to save and to re-
invest in their local communities. 

Mr. Speaker, I have spent a great 
deal of time with community bankers 
from my district and all across north 
Texas, and one of the things that I 
have heard them say is that strength-
ening the deposit insurance system will 
help small neighborhood-based finan-
cial institutions to continue playing an 
important role in financing their own 
local economic development. 

Deposits that community banks are 
able to attract through the Federal de-
posit insurance guarantee return to the 
community in the form of consumer 
and small business loans, community 
development projects, and home mort-
gages. We simply cannot allow such an 
important economic generator for our 
local communities to evaporate or to 
be rendered irrelevant by inflation. The 
savings of Americans should not be al-
lowed to go unprotected, and we cannot 
forget how important the role of com-
munity banks is to the economic devel-
opment and vitality of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
today my friend, the gentleman from 

Alabama (Mr. BACHUS), the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Financial In-
stitutions and Consumer Credit, for his 
hard work in bringing this legislation 
to the floor today. I would also like to 
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Chair-
man OXLEY) for all of his leadership 
and vision on this issue on behalf of 
American families, and the safety and 
soundness of our Nation’s banking sys-
tem. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

b 1100 
Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman from Texas for yielding 
me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

(Ms. MATSUI asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this resolution and the un-
derlying bill to reform the Federal De-
posit Insurance. I am also very pleased 
that we will be able to fully debate this 
bill on the floor of the House under an 
open rule. This is only the second open 
rule the committee has reported this 
year, and I certainly hope it is a trend 
we will continue. 

Since the creation of deposit insur-
ance after the stock market crash in 
the early 1930s, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance has created financial stability in 
our country for almost 70 years. Its ef-
fectiveness has been proven in our Na-
tion’s fiscal crises in the 1980s and 
1990s, they were handled very dif-
ferently with a far different outcome. 

Also since the 1930s Congress had to 
evaluate deposit insurance and make 
changes to update this program. In 
1980, Congress decided to increase the 
previous $40,000 coverage limit to 
$100,000 per account. It is common 
sense for us to increase the amount a 
deposit can be insured for, as inflation 
has eroded the current limits. 

Increasing the limit to $130,000 is a 
wise decision. Indexed for inflation, the 
level would have risen to about 
$140,000. Further, this bill would in-
crease the amount of security behind 
retirement accounts. This is especially 
important as companies eliminate 
their defined benefit plans and switch 
to providing benefits through defined 
contribution plans, like 401(k)s. 

Deposit insurance reform has broad 
support. Even the FDIC staff agrees. 
The majority of the reforms included 
in this bill are the same recommenda-
tions they suggested in its April 2001 
report, ‘‘Keeping the Promise: Rec-
ommendations for Deposit Insurance 
Reform.’’ 

I see no reason why we would not do 
this today. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this resolution and the underlying 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
time, I would like to inquire of my col-
league if she has any additional speak-
ers. I do not have any at this time, and 
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would allow the gentlewoman to go 
ahead and run down her time that I 
might close. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
more speakers. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
allow the gentlewoman, with the per-
mission of the Speaker, to go ahead 
and make her closing. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to support this open rule. I 
look forward to hearing the debate on 
this legislation to reform Federal De-
posit Insurance, and am hopeful that 
we can pass this legislation today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, today for the first time, 
I have had an opportunity now after 
being on the Committee of Rules for 8 
years to have the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MATSUI) present the 
rule where we have worked together. I 
enjoyed this very much. I appreciate 
the gentlewoman working with us. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this common 
sense legislation to improve the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance system, and en-
courage reinvesting in our country’s 
local communities. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this open rule and the underlying legis-
lation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 366, VOCATIONAL AND 
TECHNICAL EDUCATION FOR THE 
FUTURE ACT 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 254 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 254 

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 366) to amend 
the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Tech-
nical Education Act of 1998 to strengthen 
and improve programs under that Act. The 
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed 
with. All points of order against consider-
ation of the bill are waived. General debate 
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the five-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education 

and the Workforce now printed in the bill. 
The committee amendment in the nature of 
a substitute shall be considered as read. Not-
withstanding clause 11 of rule XVIII, no 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House or any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISSA). The gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
BISHOP) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN), pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 254 
provides for the consideration of H.R. 
366, the Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation for the Future Act, under a 
structured rule. The rule waives all 
points of order against consideration of 
the bill, and provides for 1 hour of gen-
eral debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

The rule makes in order the amend-
ments printed in the Rules report and 
provides for one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to stand 
before the House today in support of 
this rule, and for the underlying legis-
lation, H.R. 366, the Vocational and 
Technical Education for the Future 
Act. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), the Chairman and the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
the subcommittee chairman, the origi-
nal sponsors of the bill and many other 
committee members on both sides of 
the aisle, have put forward a bipartisan 
reauthorization of the Perkins Voca-
tional Education Funding Programs, 
which have helped and will continue to 
help our Nation’s young people, as well 
as older workers, attain the real-world 
technical skills that are vital in to-
day’s highly competitive world mar-
ketplace. 

I make special note that this legisla-
tion was reported out of the full Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
unanimously on a voice vote, and with 
no surviving opposition. This legisla-
tion reauthorizes the Carl Perkins Vo-
cational and Technical Education Act 
through fiscal year 2011, and it would 
authorize $1.3 billion for grants to the 
States in fiscal year 2006, and ensure 
that all States are held harmless, and 
receive at least at a minimum the 
amount of vocational education fund-
ing as was in fiscal year 2005. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a program that 
has been funded in one way or another 
from Congress since 1917. In talking to 
some educators from Utah who happen 
to be with me today, and I was meeting 
with today, to find out how this works 
in the real world, this particular pro-
gram in one district in Utah, provides 
for a student center coordinator and a 
workforce coordinator within the dis-
trict, a separate student counselor 
within the alternate learning program, 
and English as Second Language lan-
guage assistance to help those trying 
to gain these skills to improve their 
ability to communicate within the lan-
guage. 

All of these programs come from this 
money. All of these programs could 
have been there without this money, 
but it would mean that other programs 
essential in the education community 
would have to be cut to compensate for 
that. 

This bill goes beyond reauthorization 
and incorporates several changes to the 
past Perkins programs. Among those 
improvements is the combining and 
streamlining of two existing funding 
streams, the traditional State grant 
funding with a tech prep funding, and 
encouraging the States to apply the 
higher educational goals of the tech 
prep program in mathematics and 
science to all of the recipients. 

At the same time, it would also give 
States and local recipients critical 
flexibility in customizing their imple-
mentation plans for incorporating tech 
prep education goals based on local 
needs and local concerns. 

Mr. Speaker, this approach taken by 
this legislation increases local ac-
countability for the use of these funds, 
and, according to the Congressional 
Budget Office review of H.R. 366, as 
published in the committee report, the 
bill does not contain any unfunded 
Federal mandates on State and local 
governments. 

The bill does recognize that State 
and local communities shall have the 
final say as to what is taught in local 
schools and explicitly rejects the one- 
size-fits-all Federal standard for cur-
riculum or academic content. 

And, finally, Mr. Speaker, this bill 
reduces the amount of funding that can 
be consumed in administrative over-
head from 5 percent to 2 percent, and 
instead pushes these extra cost savings 
out to the local recipients, actually re-
sulting in more funding available on 
the local level for more student and 
better student programs. 
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This rule makes some very important 

amendments in order. The rule is fair. 
The rule allows this legislation to 
move forward. 

And with that, Mr. Speaker, I would 
urge adoption of the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) for 
yielding me the customary 30 minutes. 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 
366, the Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation For the Future Act, is a good 
news/bad news piece of legislation. The 
good news is that this is a bipartisan 
bill. And the Republican majority in 
the Education and the Workforce Com-
mittee supports these important voca-
tional programs, and were determined 
to bring this reauthorization bill to the 
House floor. 

The bad news is that these same Re-
publican leaders voted just last week 
for a budget resolution that eliminates 
all funding for these programs in fiscal 
year 2006. The good news, which we will 
no doubt hear from some of our Repub-
lican colleagues today, is that they are 
determined to restore some of the fund-
ing for the Perkins Vocational Edu-
cation Programs when the House starts 
moving forward individual appropria-
tions bills, and that there is room to 
fund these programs under the budget 
education numbers. 

The bad news is that the education 
funding in the budget resolution is so 
limited that it already requires deep 
cuts and even elimination of many 
other critical education programs. So 
to restore the $1.3 billion for voca-
tional, career and technical education 
and training programs that the Repub-
licans just voted to eliminate from the 
Federal budget, will require cutting 
even deeper an additional $1.3 billion 
from all the other education programs. 

Moving on, Mr. Speaker, the good 
news is that H.R. 366 increases State 
and local accountability for these pro-
grams and they are funded. The bill re-
quires each local recipient to establish 
levels of performance for high school 
and post secondary students in core 
skills and knowledge. This is an impor-
tant new responsibility for local edu-
cators, and for the States that must 
negotiate and monitor these account-
ability measures. 

The bad news is that this bill does 
not authorize, let alone provide, addi-
tional funding or resources to ensure 
that local schools and States can suc-
cessfully carry out these new respon-
sibilities and requirements. 

We have all seen this before, Mr. 
Speaker. We have seen this in the No 
Child Left Behind Act where the law 
mandates new responsibilities, new ac-
countability measures, and new admin-
istrative tasks, but fails to provide the 
necessary resources to ensure their 
success. 

At least in No Child Left Behind, 
Congress authorized the funding to 
support these new mandates, even 
though the President and the Repub-
lican Congress failed to provide the 
funding to carry them out successfully. 

H.R. 366, does not even pretend to au-
thorize additional resources. It just re-
quires this additional workload hap-
pen. In fact, H.R. 366 actually reduces 
the setaside for State administrative 
funds while State responsibilities are 
being increased. Mr. Speaker, we used 
to call these unfunded mandates by the 
Federal Government, but I guess times 
have changed. 

Finally, this bill consolidates into 
one block of funding both the Perkins 
State grant program for vocational 
education, and the tech prep program 
that prepares students and current 
worker for highly skilled technical oc-
cupations. 

The good news is that this is an ef-
fort to save the tech prep program. The 
bad news is that history has shown us 
that when programs are rolled together 
into one block grant, they inevitably 
end up receiving less funding over time 
than they would have if they remained 
separated programs. 

While this authorization requires the 
consolidated grant programs to ensure 
that fiscal year 2006 tech prep presumes 
received the same level of funding as in 
fiscal year 2005, it authorizes no such 
assurances for fiscal years 2007 through 
2011. 

But what does it matter, Mr. Speak-
er? There is no money for these pro-
grams in the 2006 budget resolution. So 
why quibble over the details of the au-
thorization, when it is all window 
dressing anyway? 

Mr. Speaker, Federal support for ca-
reer and technical education is a crit-
ical means of ensuring that our stu-
dents and our future workforce are well 
trained for the jobs of the present and 
the future. The career and technical 
education programs funded under the 
Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Edu-
cation Act, and reauthorized by H.R. 
366, provide the training and the skills 
for high school and community college 
students to prepare for their post sec-
ondary education and employment and 
ensure their future financial success. 

b 1115 

It is shameful, then, that President 
Bush and the Republican-controlled 
Congress have undermined these crit-
ical programs by presenting budgets 
and approving budget resolutions that 
eliminate their funding. 

America has lost over 1.7 million pri-
vate sector jobs since the start of the 
Bush administration, and hundreds of 
thousands of American jobs have been 
outsourced to other countries. The Re-
publican response has been to short- 
change our students and workers in-
stead of investing in them. 

Businesses and rapidly growing in-
dustries face the prospect that many 
high-skilled, high-wage jobs will go un-
filled or be outsourced because they 

cannot find enough qualified American 
workers. At the same time, millions of 
young adults ages 16 to 24 lack the 
skills needed to secure jobs that pay 
more than poverty-level wages. 

Rather than invest more funds in ca-
reer and technical education and train-
ing in our high schools and community 
colleges, President Bush and the Re-
publican Congress have chosen to ter-
minate the entire $1.3 billion Federal 
investment in these programs. Nearly 
half of all high school students and 
one-third of college students who take 
vocational courses will be denied fund-
ing, leaving many schools and commu-
nities unable to prepare these students 
to successfully enter the workforce. 

Mr. Speaker, in Worcester, Massa-
chusetts, the city has invested in con-
structing a modern vocational high 
school to serve over 1,000 students, rec-
ognizing the importance of training 
these students to enter the manufac-
turing and high-tech companies of cen-
tral Massachusetts. Currently, several 
students at Worcester Vocational High 
School have received Skills USA 
Awards to the Vocational Industrial 
Clubs of America; and one student, 
Christopher Bradley, placed third in 
national competitions. 

Just recently, three other vocational 
students, Amanda Niquette, Alicia 
Sheperd and Amy Trujillo, received an 
award for their work in raising commu-
nity awareness about hunger. They cre-
ated public service ads on hunger, ap-
peared on local talk shows, and orga-
nized a breakfast that raised over $3,000 
for the Worcester Food Bank. 

Mr. Speaker, these students and tens 
of thousands of students just like them 
across our Nation deserve the support 
of this Congress. But the Republican 
majority is turning its back on these 
young men and women and their hopes 
to contribute to our communities and 
our national economy. 

While it is important to reauthorize 
these programs, it is just as important 
to make sure that they are fully fund-
ed. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican major-
ity cannot declare with a straight face 
that it supports these programs by 
passing H.R. 366 this week, when just 
last week in a rush to the House floor 
it approved a budget based on elimi-
nating all funding for these programs. 

I recognize that authorizations and 
appropriations are different bills; but 
they are all part of the same process, 
namely, the budget process. In fact, the 
budget resolution is like the mother of 
all authorization and appropriations 
bills. Mr. Speaker, despite what I ex-
pect to be widespread support for this 
bill, and I will vote for this bill, I do 
not want my colleagues on the other 
side to mislead the American public by 
claiming that this is a good and fair 
rule. 

Yes, two of the three amendments 
made in order are Democratic amend-
ments, but the Republican leadership 
denied five other amendments from 
being offered on the floor today. My 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2893 May 4, 2005 
friends on the other side of the aisle 
will say it is a good thing that two- 
thirds of the amendments made in 
order are Democratic amendments. Let 
me respond right now. Denying five of 
eight amendments, a total of two- 
thirds of the total amendments offered 
before the Committee on Rules, is un-
democratic and it is one more example 
of Republican leadership trying to sti-
fle debate in this country on very im-
portant issues. 

Of those amendments not made in 
order today, Mr. Speaker, the one that 
is most troublesome is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), the rank-
ing member on the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

The Miller amendment is simple. It 
prohibits the Department of Education 
from using Federal funds to pay jour-
nalists or media commentators to en-
gage in publicity or propaganda. It also 
would have required prepackaged news 
segments paid with Federal funds to 
disclose such funding in the segment. 
This is a simple and straightforward 
amendment. Republicans and Demo-
crats in this body and the Senate have 
publicly condemned the way President 
Bush paid Armstrong Williams and 
other journalists to publicly support 
partisan and controversial administra-
tion policies. 

This amendment does not blame any-
one. It just says that no administration 
now and in the future can use journal-
ists to act as paid ambassadors for ad-
ministration policy. Why would the Re-
publican leadership deny this amend-
ment? Why should this administra-
tion’s actions be condemned but not 
prohibited? 

My Republican friends, I am sure, 
will not answer these questions; but let 
me tell you, Mr. Speaker, that this is 
just one more case of the Republican 
leadership’s actions not matching their 
rhetoric. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the com-
ments from the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN). If I could go 
through the speech itself and divide it 
into two halves of it, the points that 
the gentleman made under ‘‘bad news’’ 
basically are not germane to this par-
ticular bill and are issues that will be 
addressed in other positions that will 
be coming through at another time and 
another place. I am sure when we do 
address those particular issues on rel-
evant pieces of legislation, the com-
ments that the record number of Fed-
eral money that has gone into edu-
cation over the last 5 years will be 
clearly made and clearly understood. 

However, I also do appreciate his 
good points that he said because each 
of those good points did, indeed, deal 
with this particular bill, this par-
ticular program and they were lauda-
tory; and I am assuming that that 

means that this particular bill has 
some positive aspects that are within 
the gentleman from Massachusetts’ 
(Mr. MCGOVERN) purview. 

I appreciate the gentleman bringing 
up what I think is one of the strengths 
of this particular bill which deals with 
the administrative costs and realizing 
fully that when we are talking about 
education there are two funds that will 
drive education. One is program costs. 
The other is the maintenance and oper-
ation costs. Within a traditional edu-
cation program, once the maintenance 
and operation is there, that becomes a 
standard cost and standard form and 
everything else is driven by the pro-
gram aspect which is almost always 
salaries. To tie administrative costs to 
that as a clear percentage makes a lot 
of sense. 

In this particular area when you are 
dealing with a system that has both 
programs as well as the operational 
costs that are separate, but while the 
program costs may be constant, the 
operational costs, therefore, come in 
uniquely motivated fashion, which is 
high front end. To try to put a percent-
age on that and drive that automati-
cally skews the entire area that deals 
with administration. That is why it is 
one of the bright parts of this par-
ticular bill, to try and scale back that 
so that more money can go into the 
programs and directly help kids and 
people trying to get jobs, as opposed to 
just simply the administration. 

And I agree once again with the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) that at least without this 
bill, nothing goes forward as providing 
vocational, technical, agricultural 
training. And there are high-paying 
jobs out there begging for this kind of 
technical training that we need. I have 
seen them. I have seen the programs 
that do that. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, before I introduce our 
next speaker, let me respond to the 
gentleman. When he mentioned the 
fact, I think he used the word that 
some of these amendments were not 
germane to the bill, it is my under-
standing that all eight Democratic 
amendments were cleared by the Par-
liamentarian of this House as being 
germane. And if we had an open rule, 
every single one of them would have 
been germane to this bill and could 
have been offered. So, again, it is puz-
zling to me why some of these amend-
ments were denied. 

I would also say to the gentleman, 
the point I was trying to make is that 
while there is a lot in this reauthoriza-
tion bill that is good in terms of reau-
thorizing programs, it seems incon-
sistent with the budget resolution that 
the Republican leadership passed just 
last week that eliminates a significant 
amount of funding from the education 
budget. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
concerns about this bill which I hoped 
would be addressed in the full House 
today and during conference with the 
Senate, because this bill is the result of 
a bipartisan process in our sub-
committee and the committee as a 
whole. 

I believe, however, that to continue 
that bipartisan process, the full House 
should have been able to consider this 
bill under an open rule. At the very 
minimum, I think the rule should have 
included all eight of the Democratic 
amendments that came before the 
Committee on Rules last evening. 

The Miller amendment, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is our full committee ranking 
member, was submitted as an impor-
tant amendment that is designated to 
halt the abuses that we saw in the 
Armstrong Williams contract with the 
Department of Education. It simply 
says you cannot hire journalists and 
media commentators to do agency 
propaganda. And it requires that any 
prepackaged news pieces prepared with 
Department of Education funds fully 
disclose that fact in their piece. His 
amendment was not allowed. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
KILDEE) and the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. OWENS) submitted amend-
ments to address drop-out rates and 
school construction, respectively. They 
were not allowed. 

The Holt amendment to improve the 
skills of manufacturing workers was 
not allowed. 

These are very important amend-
ments, and once again the rule we are 
going to vote on today did not include 
them. 

The amendment that I submitted 
would have authorized grants to school 
districts to help them increase girls’ 
interest in studying for careers in 
science, math, engineering, and tech-
nology. 

Mr. Speaker, girls and women con-
tinue to be underrepresented in these 
fields both in high school where my 
amendment is targeted and in college. 

A recent GAO study found that men 
still outnumber women in nearly every 
field in the sciences. Women make up 
only 37 percent of scientists, 33 percent 
of mathematicians, and 14 percent of 
engineers. More important, this under-
representation is tied to barriers that 
female students continue to face in 
school. 

For example, in 2002 in testimony be-
fore the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, the National Women’s Law Cen-
ter cited a study that found that 70 per-
cent of male teachers thought that 
boys were more interested in com-
puters than girls. Not that they are 
more interested in computers than 
they are interested in girls. More inter-
ested in computers than girls are inter-
ested in computers. 

That may be one reason why from 
1984 to 2000 the percentage of women 
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awarded bachelor’s degrees in com-
puter science dropped from 37 percent 
to 28 percent. Another study showed 
that ineffective high school career 
counseling reduced women’s entry into 
university science and engineering pro-
grams. My amendment would directly 
address that issue. 

A 2001 investigation showed that 
none of New York City’s vocational 
high schools that were predominantly 
female offered advanced placement 
courses in calculus, statistics, or com-
puter science. And instead of focusing 
on high-tech careers, these schools 
tended to focus on careers like cosme-
tology and clerical support, not careers 
that pay a competitive wage with the 
technology careers. 

My amendment would specifically 
address situations like that as well. 

If we as a country do not address this 
issue, we will participate in the global 
21st century economy with literally 
one hand tied behind our backs. It will 
be impossible for our country to have a 
highly qualified workforce as long as 
more than half of our population is 
steered away, intentionally or not, 
from studying and working in some of 
the most critical fields. This will have 
implications not only for our economic 
security as a Nation but for our na-
tional security as well because both de-
pend on scientific innovation. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am disappointed in 
this rule and I would ask my colleagues 
to vote against it. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. JINDAL). 

Mr. JINDAL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support not only of the bill but also 
this rule. 

I can think of almost no issue more 
important than economic development 
and quality of life in my home State of 
Louisiana. 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce has 
said 75 percent of employers reported 
extreme difficulty when trying to hire 
qualified workers. Forty percent of em-
ployers say that applicants are often 
poorly skilled. Thirty percent say ap-
plicants have the wrong skills for the 
available jobs. The numbers are even 
worse in Louisiana. 

I was privileged to serve as the presi-
dent of the University of Louisiana 
system, a system comprised of eight 4- 
year universities and at one time some 
community colleges as well. In our 
State we see a disproportionately high 
number of students trying to continue 
their studies after high school in a 4- 
year college setting. 

Now the result of that is, whereas a 
majority of high school graduates that 
continue their education in Louisiana 
start in a 4-year setting, that is not the 
norm across the rest of the South or 
the country. Across the South, 50 per-
cent of most students that continue 
their education, 50 percent of those 
students continue in a 4-year setting. 
In California the numbers are exactly 
reversed. The majority continue their 
education in a community or technical 
college setting. 

b 1130 
Because of Louisiana’s unique num-

bers, one of the results is we have got 
a much lower graduation and retention 
rate than our colleague States. We do 
not do students any favors. We do not 
serve students well by putting them in 
a 4-year college setting where they 
may not be ready or interested in that 
particular program. 

Indeed, at the same time, we have 
more students dropping out, many 
times with large amounts of college 
debt. We also have manufacturing and 
other employers with jobs that cannot 
be filled in Louisiana right now. 

We have got a huge demand for weld-
ers in our shipyards. We have a huge 
demand for P-tech operators in our pe-
trochemical plants. Indeed, we have 
got a generation of workers who are 
about to reach retirement age. We are 
going to need to have thousands of 
skilled workers. We are talking about 
good jobs, with good pay and good ben-
efits, and this is the only State in the 
South that is losing population from 
people moving out faster than they are 
moving in, the only State in the South 
to consistently have more people leave 
faster than they are moving in, for one 
reason and one reason only, because of 
a lack of economic opportunity. 

So I stand in support not only of the 
rule, but of this bill. It is a good invest-
ment, not only in our community and 
technical college system. It is a good 
investment in our children and in our 
economy and in our future. This bill is 
good for Louisiana. It is good for our 
Nation’s economy. Most importantly, 
it is good for those students. 

As I look at the things that we might 
do as a Congress, that will help to 
move my State forward, I can think of 
cutting taxes, reforming our legal sys-
tem. I can think of some of the other 
regulatory relief measures we can pass, 
but other than that there is nothing 
more important than investing in 
workforce training. There is nothing 
more important than making sure that 
Louisiana students are ready for the 
jobs that are waiting for them. 

I rise in strong support of the rule. I 
rise in strong support of the bill. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I once 
again yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to note the passing of Cindy 
Marano. 

Ms. Marano was a founder of the Na-
tional Displaced Homemakers Net-
work, now known as Women Work! For 
12 years, Cindy was executive director 
of Wider Opportunities for Women, 
which we call WOW. 

Her work to improve opportunities 
for women, including displaced home-
makers, who are specifically helped by 
this bill, was invaluable, and we will 
miss her. We will miss her vision and 
we will miss her leadership greatly. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT). 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of this rule and H.R. 

366, the Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation for the Future Act of 2005. 

This bill, introduced by the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
my colleague, authorizes the Carl D. 
Perkins Act through fiscal year 2011. 

H.R. 366 highlights student achieve-
ment, increases accountability, and 
strengthens cooperation between sec-
ondary and post-secondary vocational 
and technical education programs. 

This bill responds to the needs of em-
ployers and future employees by em-
phasizing both academic and technical 
education in curriculum planning. It 
helps schools identify those students 
who wish to pursue specialized tech-
nical training and assists those schools 
in setting up a course of study that 
will best help those students receive 
that training. 

Since its inception, the Perkins Act 
has provided many students in my dis-
trict with the ability to continue to en-
hance their skills and their education. 

Perkins equips students with the 
ability to proceed with post-secondary 
education or pursue other post-sec-
ondary opportunities. 

I believe it is essential for our econ-
omy to strengthen the Perkins pro-
gram. 

Through Perkins, one of the largest 
technical schools in my district and in 
Pennsylvania, the Lehigh Career and 
Technical Institute, was able to up-
grade its equipment. This new, high- 
tech equipment allows students to im-
prove their skills and, hence, makes 
them more marketable in a work envi-
ronment that stresses technology and 
innovation. 

H.R. 366 would also allow local facili-
ties to offer information on supportive 
services so students can address their 
transportation and child care needs 
while in school. 

Lehigh University in Bethlehem, 
Pennsylvania, which is also located in 
the 15th Congressional District, has 
many students pursuing engineering 
and other degrees in the hard sciences 
who would not be able to graduate on 
time absent Perkins assistance. With-
out the money these programs provide, 
these students would have to secure 
full-time employment while com-
pleting their degrees. This leads to 
more student debt, more time in 
school, and ultimately, more taxpayer 
expenditure. 

As the workforce continues to ex-
pand, we must continue to provide re-
sources for Perkins, not cut or zero out 
this important program. 

The Perkins program is extremely 
important, not just for the numbers of 
students it serves, but for the commu-
nities that benefit from the better pre-
pared workforce that results from 
these programs. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor 
of this legislation and support the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. OSBORNE), someone who 
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has a unique insight into the needs of 
education. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for the time, and I rise 
to support the reauthorization of the 
Vocational and Technical Education 
for the Future Act and the underlying 
rule. 

One of our Nation’s greatest needs at 
the present time is a well-trained, com-
petent workforce with specific skills. 
As most people in our country realize, 
at the present time, our educational 
system is not producing enough of 
these people to meet our needs, and 
therefore, we are bringing in people 
from overseas to fill highly skilled 
jobs, and Perkins is one solution to 
this dilemma. 

Currently, the Perkins program 
trains 10 million Americans for special-
ized jobs requiring specific skills. 

As has been stated previously, this 
reauthorization provides greater flexi-
bility and more control at the local 
level. So each local entity that con-
trols the educational endeavor at that 
point can decide how to best structure 
the Perkins program. It increases aca-
demic rigor, improves accountability 
and provides for a better transition 
from high school to post-secondary 
schools. 

One thing that I would like to point 
out at this time is that in rural areas 
our greatest challenge is the loss of 
young people. We are depopulating our 
rural areas, and one reason for this is 
that farms are getting bigger and it is 
crowding people off the land. So one al-
lowable use of the Perkins grant is to 
provide entrepreneurial training, and 
we find that in rural areas that the 
young person can be taught how to 
write a business plan, how to access 
capital, how to write a grant, how to 
market, how to create a Web site. This 
is the best alternative we have, the 
best way we have to keep young people 
employed in rural areas. 

In some areas, we are losing 75 per-
cent, 80 percent of our graduates. It 
costs $85,000 to educate them K through 
12, and they are taking off. So we think 
that these Perkins grants can be used 
in this way and in a very effective way. 

So I think vocational and technical 
education may be the most important, 
yet least appreciated, segments of our 
educational system. I certainly support 
the bill and the rule. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, does 
the gentleman have any more speakers 
on his side? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I have two 
more speakers. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
how much time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ISSA). The gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
BISHOP) has 161⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) who spends much 
time working in this particular area, is 
very knowledgeable, and has a great 

deal of respect for the education sys-
tem in all the States, including my 
own, the chairman. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Utah for his kind 
words, and Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the rule which will allow for de-
bate on an important piece of legisla-
tion, the Vocational and Technical 
Education for the Future Act. 

The Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation for the Future Act is a bipar-
tisan bill that helps States and local 
communities improve educational op-
portunities for their students. This bill 
was crafted in cooperation with Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle, and with 
the support of numerous vocational 
and technical education leaders. 

I am going to applaud the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) for pro-
ducing this bill in a bipartisan manner 
and with the support of educators 
around the country. This bill fulfills 
our principles for reform by focusing 
on academic achievement for students 
and by preserving local control for 
States and communities. 

H.R. 366 will improve vocational and 
technical education by focusing on aca-
demics without expanding the Federal 
role in education. 

We streamline bureaucracy and give 
more money to local communities. We 
also streamline funding by consoli-
dating the Tech-Prep program with the 
basic State grant. 

Like other important education re-
form efforts, including No Child Left 
Behind and the Individuals With Dis-
abilities and Education Act, the bill 
ensures equitable treatment for private 
school students. We ensure students 
and families are not denied access to 
programs because they choose to at-
tend a private school. 

Above all else, the bill recognizes the 
importance of maintaining local con-
trol. We are continuing to move away 
from the so-called ‘‘School to Work’’ 
model of the past, and we are main-
taining our commitment to ensuring 
States and local communities have the 
final say when it comes to educational 
choices for their students. 

The bill was approved by the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
by a voice vote. I look forward to simi-
lar bipartisan support for this legisla-
tion today. 

Vocational and technical education 
is a vital component of our Nation’s 
educational system. State and local 
communities use Perkins funding to 
help prepare youth and adults for the 
future. 

Each year, millions of students en-
rich their secondary and post-sec-
ondary educational opportunities 
through participation in vocational 
and technical education. In fact, nearly 
all students, 96 percent, leave public 
high school having taken some voca-
tional education courses. Further, 
nearly half of all high school students 
and about one-third of college students 
are involved in vocational programs as 
a major part of their studies. Perhaps 

as many as 40 million adults, one in 
four, engage in short-term, post-sec-
ondary occupational training. 

The bill before us will build on the 
framework of the Perkins program by 
protecting the role of States and local 
communities, and asking for results in 
exchange for the money that we are al-
ready spending at the Federal level. 

Mr. Speaker, I support the rule. I 
support the underlying bill. I believe 
that H.R. 366 will help States and local 
communities to strengthen opportuni-
ties for their students and improve vo-
cational and technical education pro-
grams. I encourage my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on the rule and ‘‘yes’’ on 
passage of this important piece of leg-
islation. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I want to close by again expressing 
my disappointment that this is not an 
open rule, and that if they did not want 
to give an open rule, they should have 
made at least all eight amendments in 
order. 

Five Democratic amendments were 
not made in order under this rule, not-
withstanding the fact that, according 
to the parliamentarian, they were ger-
mane. These amendments were 
thoughtful. They certainly would not 
have disrupted the debate on this bill. 
They could have been dealt with in a 
short period of time, but I think my 
friends on the majority side are so ad-
dicted to denying amendments and sti-
fling debate and closing rules that it is 
hard for them to break the habit. 

So I express my regret and I hope 
that in the future, that they will be 
more forthcoming with allowing Mem-
bers to have their say on the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I appreciate this opportunity because 
the reauthorization of the Perkins vo-
cational funding is a fundamental part 
of the educational funding of this Na-
tion, as well as American competitive-
ness. 

This bill will help provide both the 
public and private sector of our econ-
omy with an educated, capable, highly 
trained skilled workforce, which is es-
sential for our economy to grow and be 
competitive in our environment. 

This is a good, well-balanced and bi-
partisan, I emphasize that word ‘‘bipar-
tisan’’ bill that deserves its vote on 
final passage. 

I am appreciative that the words that 
were said here today, talking specifi-
cally about this particular bill, have 
all been positive. We may have dif-
ferences on other educational concepts 
and issues at other times, that will be 
the point at other times and other 
places, but for this particular bill it 
moves us forward. 

With that, I urge the adoption of the 
rule and the underlying legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 
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The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

b 1145 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks on 
H.R. 366. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

VOCATIONAL AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION FOR THE FUTURE ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 254 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 366. 

The Chair designates the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD) as chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole, and re-
quests the gentleman from California 
(Mr. ISSA) to assume the chair tempo-
rarily. 

b 1146 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 366) to 
amend the Carl D. Perkins Vocational 
and Technical Education Act of 1998 to 
strengthen and improve programs 
under that Act, with Mr. ISSA (Acting 
Chairman) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 

the rule, the bill is considered as hav-
ing been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) and the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of the Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation for the Future Act. The bill has 
received strong support from edu-
cators, school administrators, prin-
cipals, and vocational and technical 
education advocates around the coun-
try. In this bill, we are protecting the 
role of States and local communities, 
and we are asking for results in ex-
change for the money we are already 
spending at the Federal level. 

The gentleman from Delaware (Mr. 
CASTLE) wrote a good bill and deserves 
great credit for his commitment to this 
issue. He produced a bill that has re-
ceived bipartisan support in the com-
mittee while still fulfilling our prin-
ciples for reform. 

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for their hard 
work and cooperation in bringing this 
bill forward today. 

This bill will improve vocational and 
technical education by focusing on aca-
demics without expanding the Federal 
role in education. We streamline bu-
reaucracy and give more money to 
local communities. H.R. 366 reduces the 
share of funds going to State adminis-
trative activities and targets more 
funding to the local level. We also 
streamline funding by consolidating 
the Tech-Prep program with a basic 
State grant. 

The bill also focuses on success at 
the local level. Under the bill, local 
communities will establish achieve-
ment targets; and to reward increased 
academic achievement, States and 
local communities can receive incen-
tive grants for success. Above all, we 
maintain local control. The bill con-
tinues to move away from the so-called 
‘‘School to Work’’ model of the past 
and maintains our commitment to en-
suring that States and local commu-
nities have the final say when it comes 
to the educational choices for their 
students. 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly support 
this legislation, which will help States 
and local communities strengthen and 
improve vocational and technical edu-
cation and help ensure academic suc-
cess for students. I urge my colleagues 
today to join me in voting ‘‘yes’’ on the 
bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. I 
want to thank my committee chair-
man, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER), and our full ranking mem-
ber, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GEORGE MILLER), and always my 
partner, the chairman of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE), for working to-
gether in a bipartisan way the last 
Congress and this one to bring this bill 
to the floor. 

As I have said, I have my concerns 
about this bill, even though it is the re-
sult of a bipartisan process. I am espe-
cially pleased that the majority has 
brought this bill forward, in light of 
the President’s proposal to eliminate 
career and technical education. I hope 
that we will send a strong bipartisan 
signal today that we in the House be-
lieve that career and technical edu-
cation is critical to our students and to 
our country’s economic future. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do, as I said, 
have concerns regarding this bill. 
First, the bill rightly strengthens ac-
countability for State and local pro-
grams, but at the same time it cuts by 
60 percent the funds that States can 
use for that very purpose. I support 
these accountability measures, but if 
we do not enable the States to admin-
ister them, they will be an empty 
promise. 

I also am concerned this bill merges 
the Tech-Prep program with the basic 
State grant. I appreciate that our Re-
publican colleagues in the committee 
have maintained funding for Tech-Prep 
activities; but as we all know, not 
sending Tech-Prep funding separately 
to the States means that eventually 
States will lose their focus on those 
very activities we consider so crucial. 

Finally, I am disappointed we are not 
being allowed to debate most of the 
amendments that my colleagues and I 
submitted to the Committee on Rules. 
I support the amendments that we are 
debating, but there are many critical 
issues that we are leaving undiscussed. 
The gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE), the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. OWENS), and the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT) 
all offered important amendments on 
government paying journalists to cre-
ate propaganda, on dropout prevention, 
on school construction, and helping 
out-of-work manufacturing workers. 
But we are not debating any of those 
issues today, and I do not understand 
why. 

Finally, we are not debating an issue 
that has long been important to me 
and I consider critical to our country’s 
future, that is, the lack of women and 
girls in science, math, engineering, and 
technology. My amendment would have 
helped school districts increase girls’ 
interest in studying in these careers 
and in these areas. A recent GAO 
study, Mr. Chairman, found that men 
still outnumber women in nearly every 
field in the sciences. In his recent arti-
cle, ‘‘It’s a Flat World, After All,’’ and 
new book, ‘‘The World is Flat,’’ The 
New York Times writer Thomas Fried-
man explained that America’s histor-
ical economic advantages have dis-
appeared now ‘‘that the world is flat, 
and anyone with smarts, access to 
Google, and a cheap wireless laptop can 
join the innovation fray,’’ no matter 
what continent they are living on. 

Mr. Friedman’s and others’ remedy is 
to attract more young women and men 
to science and engineering. But it will 
be impossible for our country to con-
tinue to lead the world in innovation 
as long as more than half our popu-
lation, women, are steered away, inten-
tionally or not, from studying and 
working in the fields from where that 
innovation would come. 

Consider this, from Dr. Susan 
Hockfield, the president of the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology, who 
recently said that squandered talent, 
and I quote her, ‘‘is one of the key 
issues of women in science and engi-
neering.’’ All of our children, not just 
girls, would have benefited if we had 
been able to debate this issue today, 
and I am sorry that we are not. 

But, again, Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my colleagues for their hard work on 
this bill, and I look forward to improv-
ing it even more in conference. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 
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Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I am 

pleased to yield 6 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), 
the author of the bill and the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Education Re-
form. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman for yielding me this 
time; and more importantly, I thank 
him for his continuing excellent work 
in heading this committee and dealing 
with significant legislation to help all 
of us. 

Obviously, I rise in support of H.R. 
366, and I also want to thank my com-
rade in arms at the subcommittee, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY), for her work on this, and 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), who has a continuing 
interest in education. They are a pleas-
ure to work with, most of the time, and 
we appreciate that. I think together we 
produce good legislation, even though 
there may be small differences on some 
of the amendments. 

The Perkins Act aims to prepare 
youth and adults for the future by 
building their academic and technical 
skills in preparation for postsecondary 
education and/or employment. The bill 
we are considering today enhances Per-
kins by ensuring both secondary and 
postsecondary students participating 
in the program are acquiring rigorous 
academic and technical skills and will 
have the opportunity to transition into 
further education and/or successful em-
ployment. 

The Perkins Act governs widely sup-
ported programs at both the secondary 
and postsecondary level. For example, 
nearly all high school students com-
plete at least one vocational education 
course; and approximately 26 percent of 
students are considered vocational con-
centrators, those students that focus 
on a single occupational area. In my 
home State of Delaware, we have five 
career and technical high schools that 
enroll 5,500 of the 29,500 total high 
school students. At the postsecondary 
level, the Perkins Act supports a broad 
array of options primarily at the com-
munity college level. In the 1999–2000 
school year, over 50 percent of all stu-
dents enrolled at the less-than-4-year 
postsecondary level reported they were 
majoring in vocational education 
areas. 

Vocational education represents one 
of the first education laws at the Fed-
eral level, with the passage of the 
Smith-Hughes Act in 1917. H.R. 366 
seeks to build on reforms made in past 
reauthorizations and seeks to enhance 
this popular program to ensure its suc-
cess in years to come. 

The legislation before us today 
makes significant reforms to academic 
achievement and accountability to en-
sure students have the skills necessary 
to enter the workforce or continue to 
an institution of higher learning. As I 
mentioned, there are five career and 
technical high schools in Delaware. 
While all these schools met adequate 
yearly progress under the No Child 

Left Behind Act, there is more to be 
done in academic achievement in these 
schools and schools across the country. 
H.R. 366 will improve vocational and 
technical education by increasing the 
focus on academics in conjunction with 
the skill attainment that is incumbent 
on the program. 

The emphasis on academics will be 
assessed through the act’s alignment 
with No Child Left Behind, as well as 
enhanced accountability. H.R. 366 
strengthens accountability by requir-
ing that locals establish adjusted levels 
of performance to complement the 
State adjusted levels of performance 
already in current law. The State agen-
cy will evaluate annually whether the 
local recipient is making substantial 
progress toward achieving these goals. 
The intent is not to penalize those 
local areas that are facing difficulty in 
achieving high-quality outcomes for 
their students, but to create a struc-
ture that includes technical assistance, 
opportunities for program improve-
ment, and sanctions only as a last re-
sort. 

One of the unique attributes of voca-
tional technical education programs is 
their ability to show students a path 
that could end in a certificate, creden-
tial, employment, military, or postsec-
ondary education. The Tech-Prep pro-
gram currently within the Perkins Act 
is intended to focus on a well-defined 
link between high school and at least 2 
years of postsecondary education. 

Research has shown, however, that 
funds are rarely, if ever, used to meet 
this goal. Rather, funds are often used 
for purposes within the larger voca-
tional technical education program. 
Therefore, H.R. 366 folds the separate 
Tech-Prep program activities and fund-
ing into the larger State grant to cre-
ate a more streamlined system. Under 
the bill, States will still be expected to 
spend the same amount of money on 
Tech-Prep activities as they did under 
the former stand-alone program. To en-
sure that the intent of the Tech-Prep 
program is met, the legislation revises 
the requirements of the program in 
order to ensure articulation agree-
ments, or two-plus-two agreements, be-
tween secondary and postsecondary in-
stitutions are implemented. 

Along this same track, H.R. 366 re-
quires States to establish model se-
quences of courses to emphasize fur-
ther student academic and vocational 
and technical achievement. Sequences 
of courses will incorporate a non-
duplicative progression of both sec-
ondary and postsecondary elements, 
which would include both academic and 
vocational and technical content. 
Local recipients of both the secondary 
and postsecondary level would adopt at 
least one model sequence of courses as 
developed by the State. I believe this 
also will help drive program improve-
ments by ensuring that States clarify 
the progression of academic and voca-
tional and technical courses needed for 
the postsecondary education and train-
ing or employment of a student’s 
choice. 

While the President has proposed an-
other avenue for high school reform in 
the Perkins Act, I believe strongly that 
the reforms in H.R. 366 will go a long 
way in driving program improvement 
and ultimate success for high school 
students across the country. The dia-
logue surrounding high school reform 
is growing and the President is right to 
force it at the Federal level. I com-
mend those States and businesses 
across the country that are pioneering 
efforts at the local level and look for-
ward to following these developments. 

As a result of the changes in the bill, 
I believe that H.R. 366 would help 
States, community colleges, and other 
postsecondary education institutions 
and local educational agencies better 
meet the needs of the students partici-
pating in career and technical edu-
cation. I urge my colleagues to support 
this education. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. DAVIS), 
who is a valued member of the sub-
committee. 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in support of H.R. 366. I 
want to thank the chairman of our sub-
committee, the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE), for his leadership in 
crafting a bill which could receive bi-
partisan support. 

Mr. Chairman, as we all know, edu-
cation for careers is terribly important 
for young people. Members have 
worked hard to balance planning for 
academic courses and introductory 
training to create a seamless move 
from secondary to postsecondary edu-
cation. 

b 1200 
In my district there are several com-

munity colleges which offer excellent 
training for nursing and the health 
support occupations, as do the univer-
sities. But the truth is that high school 
students need to have taken the math 
and science courses that will enable 
them to move into these post-sec-
ondary courses directly. They deserve 
to progress quickly to qualify for these 
needed and available jobs. 

But I have to reiterate the concern 
that I expressed in committee when I 
offered a sense of the Congress amend-
ment to state that this Act must not 
only be reauthorized, but also funded. 
Unfortunately, that amendment failed 
on a party-line vote. I appreciate the 
sentiments that were expressed saying 
that well, of course appropriations 
would be made for the program. 

But Members, we have failed to do 
that. Last week we passed a budget 
which omits funding for this program 
as well as for programs like Trio and 
GearUp that also help high school stu-
dents prepare for post-secondary edu-
cation. So it is only wishful thinking, I 
am afraid, to suppose that this $1.3 bil-
lion program can be paid for as part of 
the President’s proposed $1.2 billion 
high school initiative, along with many 
of the other 48 unfunded education pro-
grams. I believe that our young people 
deserve better. 
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Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Pennsylvania (Ms. HART). 

Ms. HART. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

As some Members on the floor have 
stated, there is some concern about 
Perkins-funded programs and what 
their fate might be. I am pleased to be 
supportive of this bill today. There are 
some sections of the bill that do my 
heart well, and a couple have to do 
with some programs that are working 
very well for women and girls. 

Perkins will help fund training for 
displaced homemakers and single 
mothers to help them attain self-suffi-
ciency through programs that provide 
career counseling, skills training and 
job placement. These are different 
kinds of programs than traditional job- 
training programs because they do in-
clude broader education, programs 
such as some of the programs in my 
State where women who have been dis-
placed homemakers who have now at-
tained self-sufficiency and are now sup-
porting their families are involved in 
the training, where they help women to 
understand they can do it themselves, 
because part of the job training effec-
tiveness has to do not only with the 
skills that they learn, but with the 
confidence they gain and their belief in 
themselves to be able to do well at 
their jobs. 

The Perkins funds will certainly help 
to continue many of these programs 
that have very high success rates. Ac-
cording to the 2004 National Assess-
ment of Vocational and Education, em-
ployment growth in occupations that 
require vocational associates degree of 
30 percent is to more than double over-
all employment growth as well. Grad-
uates of these types of programs can be 
employed more quickly and at better 
salaries, and in a situation where a 
woman is a displaced homemaker, that 
is key. 

Our goal here is to make sure there 
are all different levels of education 
available, and the Perkins funding cer-
tainly will help us. It will have a lot to 
do also with working hand in hand with 
States. In fact, the Perkins law re-
quires States to fund programs that 
prepare students for nontraditional ca-
reers as well. 

Again, an example is a woman, in-
stead of going into a clerical job where 
she will make less money, perhaps 
going into something with more of a 
technical skill required where she can 
and make a lot more money and there-
fore support her family and be more 
successful. 

I support the bill and the Perkins- 
funded programs, and I appreciate my 
colleagues who have worked so hard to 
get this done. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY), a valued 
member of the full committee. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-

fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) for yielding me 
this time, and I thank the gentleman 
from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) and the 
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAS-
TLE), as well as the gentlewoman from 
California, for working to reauthorize 
the Perkins Vocational and Technical 
Education Act. 

I have to note, however, at the same 
time we are debating this reauthoriza-
tion, we have the problem that the 
President’s budget and the conference 
report to the budget resolution that we 
passed just last week eliminate this 
worthy program. I hope our debate and 
discussion of this today indicates our 
support of moving forward and making 
sure that we do not only authorize but 
fund this particular program. 

As has been mentioned already, this 
is a law that provides quality voca-
tional education at high schools and 
community colleges that teach and en-
hance workforce skills. We have a seri-
ous need for a skilled workforce in this 
evolving economy. We have a shortage 
of skilled workers in technical fields; 
so, obviously, the importance of qual-
ity education and career preparation in 
developing that skilled workforce 
should be imperative. Our support for 
this Perkins vocational opportunity 
ought to continue. 

Perkins career and technical edu-
cation provides programs, policies and 
resources for students to obtain edu-
cation and training that they need for 
those high-wage, high-skilled jobs. I 
think we all agree that every student 
deserves a fair and equal opportunity 
for a quality education that meets the 
need for personal and academic career 
development. This program does that 
for millions of students. 

The United States Department of 
Education Office of Vocational and 
Adult Education tells us that one-third 
of college students are involved in ca-
reer and technical programs, and that 
over 40 million adult learners engage in 
short term, post-secondary educational 
opportunity and training. 

Before I close, I would like to address 
one particular aspect of this bill, and 
that is that this bill merges the suc-
cessful tech prep program into Perkins 
basic State grants. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND) and I tried 
to amend that in the committee and 
were not successful. We wanted to re-
store the separate authorization for 
tech prep. If we restore the separate 
authorization, we would block any po-
tential loss of funds. 

The General Accountability Office 
indicates when programs are block 
granted, they not only lose funding 
eventually, but the focus on the pro-
gram is lost and accountability is lost. 
We hope to deliver these programs 
through the State-wide network of con-
sortia of secondary schools, post-sec-
ondary institutions, employment and 
training providers, and business and in-
dustry groups so they can work col-
laboratively on this tech prep program. 
It is a seamless pathway for that type 
of education into high-tech fields, and 

it is important. Many groups are be-
hind this. I ask hopefully the Senate 
version will prevail in the final bill, 
and that program will survive. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX), a member 
of the committee and an educator and 
someone who knows more about this 
probably than most Members of Con-
gress. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 
BOEHNER) for the time to speak on this 
bill, and am proud to serve on the gen-
tleman’s committee. 

I think I am unique in this body in 
my experience with this kind of pro-
gram. I am an educator, a former Trio 
director, I began a tech prep program, 
and I was a community college presi-
dent and university administrator. I 
understand firsthand the importance of 
good, solid technical and vocational 
education. Armed with the proper 
skills, our students can achieve any-
thing they set their minds to. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 
BOEHNER) and the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) are to be com-
mended for putting together a bill that 
strengthens accountability so that we 
can ensure that the vocational and 
technical courses provided to our stu-
dents are the best that can be offered. 
Our students deserve no less. 

This bill also includes provisions to 
ensure States and local communities 
will have more control rather than the 
Federal Government. That is very im-
portant. In this bill, State and local 
communities are empowered to deter-
mine academic content and cur-
riculum. This is an extremely impor-
tant part designed to provide students 
with an appropriate education based on 
what skills and industries are impor-
tant to their local communities. 

H.R. 366 streamlines Federal funding 
of vocational and technical education 
programs, thereby increasing flexi-
bility for States and allowing more 
funding to reach the local commu-
nities. 

The benefits of vocational and tech-
nical education to our communities are 
incredible. With the world changing so 
rapidly and all of the constant changes 
in our workforce, education is the key 
to our success as a Nation. In order to 
keep our Nation competitive in the 
global economy, we must ensure that 
our students maintain the best oppor-
tunities to better themselves, learn a 
new skill and give back to their com-
munities. 

Mr. Chairman, the key to good edu-
cation does not lie in the hands of the 
Federal Government. It lies in the will-
ing and able hands of those in our lo-
calities. That is why I am supporting 
this bill. Our students deserve no less 
than the best education. With these 
tools, the possibilities are endless. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE), super-
intendent of schools for 8 years in 
North Carolina. 
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Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in support of H.R. 366 as it reau-
thorizes the Perkins Act, which pro-
vides critical funding for occupational 
preparation and vocational and tech-
nical education at secondary and post- 
secondary education levels. It is the 
largest Federal investment in sec-
ondary education. 

Although I am concerned about some 
provisions of this bill, like the merger 
of tech prep into the basic State 
grants, on balance, H.R. 366 makes 
many improvements to current law, 
and I will vote to pass it. But let me 
say, we started the tech prep in North 
Carolina, and I share with my col-
leagues that merging raises some real 
concerns. 

More flexibility without more fund-
ing is not necessarily what we need. 
Talk to any educator, and what they 
need is resources to get the job done. 
The American people need to under-
stand what this charade is about. Al-
though H.R. 366 reauthorizes critically 
important education programs under 
the Perkins Act, Republicans in Con-
gress last week passed a budget that 
eliminates those very same initiatives. 
Only in Washington, D.C. could Con-
gress eliminate a program one week 
and reauthorize it the next week. 

In North Carolina, we have one of the 
strongest community college systems 
in this country. Our community col-
leges work in partnership with our uni-
versities and the public schools to pro-
vide career training and critical tech-
nical skills. My State has suffered hun-
dreds of thousands of layoffs in recent 
years in agriculture, furniture and in 
the textile industry. To a mill worker 
laid off from the only job he or she has 
ever known, the services provided 
through the Perkins Act literally are a 
lifeline. These services are the dif-
ference between hope of gainful em-
ployment and the despondency of un-
employment and dependence on others. 

Brown University has conducted a 
study that demonstrates that obtain-
ing a high school equivalency makes a 
clear difference between moving into a 
new job after a layoff and not. These 
are real people that we are talking 
about. We ought not to be cutting out 
the only real hope that they have for a 
better life for themselves and their 
families. 

In conclusion, I encourage and urge 
my colleagues to pass H.R. 366. But 
more importantly, I urge my Repub-
lican colleagues and leadership and the 
administration to restore these dev-
astating education budget cuts. That is 
where we will make a huge difference. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, several of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
have referenced the fact that our fis-
cally responsible budget may, in fact, 
require changes to how we fund various 
education programs. While we will 
have plenty of time to debate those 
issues when we get into the appropria-
tions process, I think all of my col-

leagues realize the Perkins program 
providing for vocational and technical 
education around the country is widely 
popular with Members on both sides of 
the aisle. I have no doubts, no doubts 
that the funding called for in the Presi-
dent’s budget, the funding that is au-
thorized in this bill will, in fact, hap-
pen, just to set the record straight. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Mrs. 
BIGGERT), a member of the committee. 

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 366. In 
today’s competitive economies, stu-
dents must be equipped not only with 
the technical skills of their chosen 
field, but basic academic knowledge as 
well. Realizing this, H.R. 366 focuses on 
academics. I am particularly pleased 
that the bill is designed to support stu-
dent achievement in core academic 
subjects, including math and science. 

I think we can agree that our new 
high tech economy demands that stu-
dents have stronger math, science, en-
gineering and technological skills. 

Mr. Chairman, vocational education 
works. Earlier this year I toured two 
vocational centers in my district, the 
Technology Center of DuPage County 
and the Will County Career Center. 
Several of the students there told me 
without vocational education pro-
grams, they would not be in school. 
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For whatever reason, they were not 
interested in the traditional high 
school education or going on to a tradi-
tional 4-year college. Instead of these 
students slipping through the cracks, 
they are learning cutting-edge tech-
nology in some of the fastest growing 
career fields: aerospace, computer 
technology and engineering, health 
care and aviation, just to name a few. 
Other students have already been ac-
cepted to college and are augmenting 
their education with technical classes. 
For example, many students in the 
health care program will go on to col-
lege nursing programs next year. 
Through vocational ed programs, they 
can take classes for college credit 
while still in high school. Not only do 
these students go to college already 
having the basic skills needed in their 
field; it takes them less time to com-
plete their training. The sooner these 
students finish their training, the 
sooner they are out earning good pay-
checks and the sooner we are able to 
get highly skilled workers in high-de-
mand fields. 

H.R. 366 will help the students in my 
district and all across the country get 
even more out of their education. I am 
proud to support this bill, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Illinois (Ms. BEAN). 

Ms. BEAN. Mr. Chairman, reauthor-
izing the Perkins Act gives Congress 
the opportunity to restate our belief in 

vocational and technical education, a 
partnership between academics, the 
business community, and our constitu-
ents for more than 40 years. As a grad-
uate of Oakton Community College, I 
have a special appreciation for the 
value our community college system 
provides to our communities. OCC pre-
pared me for and complemented my en-
trance into the computer industry and 
that education served me well over my 
20-plus-year career in the high-tech 
field. 

Like community colleges across the 
country, those in Illinois’ Eighth Dis-
trict, The College of Lake County, 
McHenry County College, Harper Col-
lege and Elgin Community College, 
provide opportunities for all Ameri-
cans, from young people starting out 
their careers to those who are 
transitioning their careers later in life 
to adjust to the economy of a global 
workforce. We should absolutely put 
our full support behind such flexible 
and proven programs. H.R. 366 will 
allow our local schools and community 
colleges to plan for the future and to 
continue supplying trained workers to 
industries of all types. 

Like much of the legislation brought 
before this body, however, the Voca-
tional and Technical Education For the 
Future Act has room for improvement. 
Merging Tech-Prep into the basic State 
grants calls into question the Federal 
Government’s commitment to math 
and science education and could allow 
targeted funding to be used for other 
purposes and allow Tech-Prep to fall by 
the wayside. The Senate version of this 
bill is more receptive to high schools’, 
community colleges’, and industries’ 
needs; and I hope that Tech-Prep will 
be retained as a separate program in 
the conference report. 

Vocational and technical education 
programs help Americans to continue 
their education and expand their skill 
sets in their chosen professions. En-
couraging innovation through a more 
educated workforce has helped our 
economy adapt to changing times and 
will continue to do so in the future. Re-
authorizing the Perkins Act is a step in 
the right direction. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania (Mr. PETERSON). 

Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, for the first 2 years I served 
in Congress, I was fortunate to serve on 
this committee; and I will have to hon-
estly say I miss that opportunity be-
cause I really did enjoy it. The future 
of America depends on the work of this 
committee. 

I want to commend the committee on 
the work they have done on this bill. I 
think they have done outstanding work 
at working through the process of 
making this a strong bill. It is my be-
lief that our economic future depends 
on the use of the latest, most modern 
technology. Historically, the academi-
cally gifted in America have unlimited 
opportunities; but, unfortunately, the 
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technically gifted have too often been 
left behind because we have under-
valued technology education. This bill 
modernizes Perkins and advances tech-
nical education to what I hope is a 
brighter future. 

When you look at the delivery of 
health care, it is about technology. 
When you look at manufacturing, if we 
are going to be successful against 
cheap labor, it is about technology. 
You talk the whole IT revolution in 
this country, it is technology. It is 
what caused it. Marketing is tech-
nology. Warehousing and distribution, 
it is technology. Repairing autos and 
equipment, it is about technology. 
Technology is what makes our country 
work today, and it is vital. 

We have too often had high schools 
that were using 1970 technology in the 
era of 2005. That does not cut it. We 
have to advance technical education 
and make sure that America’s youth 
realize that the jobs that are wanting 
in America have the word ‘‘tech-
nology’’ beside them. There are many 
people with 2-year technology degrees 
that will earn a better income than 
those with 4-year liberal arts degrees, 
and we do not offer them adequately in 
the same manner that we offer aca-
demic education. 

If you look at the successful compa-
nies that are competing globally, it is 
about the massive use of technology. 
We must make sure that our high 
schools is where it begins, in the early 
middle schools, that young people real-
ize the excitement of the technology 
world and that we have the latest, 
most modern technology there and 
that we bridge it into the community 
colleges. In some of the more progres-
sive States, we have community col-
leges paralleling at the high schools, 
joint teaching in the 11th and 12th 
grade, adding the 13th year and giving 
a 2-year associate’s degree in tech-
nology that equips people to go to 
work more. All of those fields needing 
the technology workers would be happy 
if we could do that on a broad scale 
across this country. 

I commend again this committee and 
the staff for putting together a good 
bill, and let us hope that it is the be-
ginning of technology education being 
valued in this country, because it must 
be if we have an economic future be-
cause our economy in the future is 
about the massive use of technology. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT), a 
member of the full committee. 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding time. 
While I rise in support of H.R. 366, I 
must point out that we are reauthor-
izing a program that the President pro-
posed eliminating. I hope we can help 
him see the importance of this pro-
gram. It is unfortunate that the Presi-
dent has attempted to undermine these 
programs through proposals for spend-
ing cuts totaling nearly $700 million 
since he took office. We have lost near-

ly 2 million private sector jobs in the 
last 4 years and hundreds of thousands 
of American jobs have been outsourced 
to other countries. Unfortunately, the 
budgetary approach of this administra-
tion and the majority here, I would 
say, is to shortchange students and 
workers rather than to invest in them. 

I would like to point out a couple of 
things that are missing in this bill. The 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU) and I 
offered an amendment before the Com-
mittee on Rules that intended to stem 
the tide of outsourcing of American 
manufacturing jobs. Specifically, the 
amendment would establish a Federal 
fund for local programs that would give 
American manufacturing workers addi-
tional skills and educational training 
through competitive grants to States. 
Unfortunately, the Committee on 
Rules would not allow this amendment. 

I am also concerned about the elimi-
nation of separate authorization for 
Tech-Prep. Tech-Prep combines and co-
ordinates secondary and postsecondary 
vocational education activities into a 
coherent sequence of courses. 

I am pleased that the bill includes 
some things and I would like to men-
tion two: one is eligible recipients may 
use Perkins funds to provide informa-
tion and referrals to students regarding 
the availability of services such as 
transportation and child care which 
would enable students to enroll and 
take full advantage of the Perkins pro-
grams. I am also pleased to mention a 
point that was addressed by the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Mrs. BIGGERT) 
which is that this legislation includes 
programs to acquire math and science 
skills. 

So although I rise in support of this 
legislation, I still think we can do bet-
ter. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. BOUSTANY). 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to thank the gentleman from 
Delaware for yielding me this time. I 
want to thank the chairman for his 
leadership on this bill. 

I am a proud cosponsor of H.R. 366. 
This bill is important to Louisiana and 
to our country. Many students back 
home in my State, Louisiana, do not 
attend college; and they seek work op-
portunities immediately after high 
school or even before graduating. Lou-
isiana’s employers need proficient 
workers with training and education 
past the high school level to work in 
the energy, chemical, and high-tech in-
dustries. Voc ed programs are an ave-
nue for these students to obtain ad-
vanced training or certification to 
enter the workforce ready to be pro-
ductive. 

SOWELA Technical Community Col-
lege in Lake Charles, Louisiana, pro-
vides a number of accredited programs. 
The school is recognized as one of the 
top aircraft maintenance programs in 
the Nation, and they have successfully 
used Tech-Prep to engage area high 
school seniors as they finish high 
school. 

This bill increases the focus on stu-
dent achievement in core academic 
subjects such as math and science edu-
cation that incorporate the use of tech-
nology and strengthen the transition 
from secondary to postsecondary edu-
cation. The bill empowers States and 
local communities to insist on ac-
countability and improvement for stu-
dents. By establishing separate per-
formance indicators for secondary and 
postsecondary students, it focuses on 
success at the local level and allows 
States and local communities to re-
ward performance. 

Furthermore, this bill would combine 
funding for the Tech-prep and Perkins 
State grant programs. This will give 
much needed flexibility for States, 
streamlining funding and ensuring cur-
rent activities continue while the pro-
gram as a whole is updated to meet the 
challenges of the future. This will also 
ensure that a greater share of the funds 
are targeted to the local level so that 
communities have more control over 
their programs. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge passage of this 
bill. I hope the other Chamber will also 
take action, as well, to improve the vo-
cational education opportunities for 
our students. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND), a 
member of the subcommittee. 

(Mr. KIND asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding me this time, 
and I commend her for her hard work 
in the reauthorization of this very im-
portant bill. 

Mr. Chairman, Wisconsin is very 
proud of the career and technical col-
lege system that we have back home. 
In fact, I have four of the technical 
schools in the Third Congressional Dis-
trict in western Wisconsin as well as 
many of their campus satellites. They 
have been vital components for eco-
nomic growth and economic develop-
ment in our region under the fine lead-
ership of Karen Knox; Lee Rasch; Bill 
Ihlenfeldt, who actually testified be-
fore the Education Committee on this 
bill; as well as Tim Schreiner, David 
Hilderbrand, Dr. Mark Hurley. Even 
though the President did not support 
reauthorization of this legislation, we 
believe it is an important investment 
to make, Mr. Chairman. 

The single most important factor in 
determining America’s success in the 
21st century will be maintaining our 
ability to be an innovative and creative 
society. Over the last few years, the 
world has become a smaller and more 
integrated place with technology that 
is leveling the playing field like never 
before. Competition and collaboration 
exist now not just between countries 
and companies but also between indi-
viduals. Meeting this challenge re-
quires a new set of big ideas. 

Instead of the administration being 
so eager to dismantle the New Deal, we 
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should be working together to offer the 
American people a New New Deal. A 
New Deal that will enable our people to 
compete successfully in the 21st cen-
tury economy with a renewed commit-
ment to worker training programs; an 
education investment that emphasizes 
math, science and engineering; re-
search funding in science and medicine; 
and a comprehensive broadband strat-
egy so every American has access to 
high-speed Internet hookup. 

We believe that economics does not 
necessarily have to be a zero-sum 
game; it can be a win-win proposition 
for everyone involved so long as they 
have the tools in which to succeed. 

One of the unfortunate aspects of 
this reauthorization bill is the attempt 
to remove as a separate funded pro-
gram the Technical Preparation pro-
gram. I commend my friend from Dela-
ware who is about to offer an amend-
ment later today at least calling for 
level funding of the Tech-prep program 
for the next fiscal year. But once you 
eliminate the separate status of the 
Technical Preparation program, the 
fear is that we are going to lose focus 
and that the institutions will lose 
focus or, even worse, that the funding 
stream will become weakened in future 
years. I would encourage my colleagues 
to support the amendment that the 
gentleman from Delaware will be offer-
ing to at least provide level funding of 
this important program. 

Technology is driving the innovation. 
Technology is driving the creativity. 
Technology and the use of that is going 
to determine our workers’ ability to 
compete in the 21st century global 
marketplace. I would hope that the 
Senate version which keeps the Tech- 
prep program as a separate funded enti-
ty will remain; but at the very least let 
us support the Castle amendment when 
it comes up today. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JINDAL). 

Mr. JINDAL. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the gentleman from Ohio and 
thank the gentleman from Delaware 
for their leadership on this issue. I cer-
tainly stand in strong support of the 
bill. This is an issue that is so impor-
tant to the future of Louisiana and the 
future of our country. I can think of no 
better investment in our children’s fu-
ture than in their training and their 
education. As I have said before on this 
House floor, I was privileged to serve as 
the president of the University of Lou-
isiana system, and there I saw the dif-
ference we were making in the lives of 
many families. However, Louisiana for 
too many years has encouraged too 
many of our students to start their 
postsecondary education in a 4-year 
setting. 

b 1230 

The result is as many as 80 percent of 
our students continue their education, 
have started their education in a 4-year 
setting. The result has been the second 
highest dropout rates in the South, the 

second lowest retention rates in the 
South, one of the highest dropout rates 
in the country. The result of that has 
been many students not completing 
their education, many students drop-
ping out with large debts, with large 
loans rather than starting their edu-
cation in a community or a technical 
college, rather than graduating and 
being certified with the skills they 
need to get a good-paying job. 

Employers across my State, employ-
ers across the country say one of the 
top obstacles to economic develop-
ment, one of the top obstacles to their 
growing right here in Louisiana, right 
here in our country is the inability to 
find skilled workers, to find trained 
workers. Critical to growing our econ-
omy would be to provide these grad-
uates and the number one challenge in 
my State is to keep our young people 
home. We are the only State in the 
south that has had more people moving 
out than moving in, and at the same 
time, we have got employers that can-
not grow. We have got shipbuilders 
that need thousands of welders. We 
have petrochemical plants up and own 
our river that need pretec operators. 
The community and technical system 
fills a critical gap in our post-sec-
ondary educational system. In Lou-
isiana in the last few years, our former 
Governor actually created, for the first 
time, an integrated community and 
technical college system. The Federal 
support for students pursuing their 
educations in that system is absolutely 
critical. 

At the same time, we are seeing so 
many of our manufacturing jobs going 
overseas because of taxes, because of 
the threat of lawsuits, because of un-
necessary regulations. We need to level 
the playing field. We need to provide a 
skilled workforce so that companies 
can expand right here in our country, 
in Louisiana. 

I think this is an important bill. It is 
a good bill. I stand in strong support of 
the legislation. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD). 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman 
for yielding me this time. And I really 
commend the leadership on both sides 
for this H.R. 366. 

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation, the Vocational and Technical 
Education for the Future Act. 

This legislation is so important for 
many reasons. Specifically, it is vital 
to my district, the 37th District in 
California. But, first of all, it reauthor-
izes the Perkins Vocational Program 
that provides for many citizens the 
ability to learn a marketable skill that 
allows them the ability to partake in a 
career that allows upward mobility and 
job satisfaction. Experienced trade 
workers can earn up to six-figure sala-
ries with the right type of training. 
Perkins programs have traditionally 
provided this type of skills training. 

In California, only 8 percent of the 
ninth graders will complete the high 

school years and college in 10 years. 
The Perkins programs provide opportu-
nities for students who need to develop 
the different skills for them to grow 
and to have career choices. With voca-
tional training, students will aspire to 
entering into a career path that allows 
them to make a comfortable living, 
having the same ability to do so as stu-
dents who attend a 4-year college or 
university. 

Second, students who avail them-
selves of this training are able to enter 
into fields where there is a ready sup-
ply of jobs. They are currently more 
jobs available in these industries than 
there are students enrolled in voca-
tional tech training. There is a large 
demand for skilled technicians. These 
programs, when they are adequately 
funded through the Perkins Act, pre-
pares students for these jobs. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, I ask Mem-
bers to support this legislation because 
it provides for programs and resources 
for women and girls to obtain edu-
cation and training for high-wage/high- 
skill and nontraditional jobs. When I 
was director of Gender Equity, I was 
responsible for bringing a lot of the 
nontraditional jobs to the forefront. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a great piece of 
legislation, and I ask all of my friends 
to support it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. SOUDER), a member of our 
committee. 

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

First, I want to praise the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), chairman of 
this committee; and the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), sub-
committee chairman, because I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 366, the Voca-
tional and Technical Education for the 
Future Act, because it does a number 
of basic things. It continues to help 
States better utilize federal funding, 
increasing accountability, emphasizes 
student academic vocational and tech-
nical achievement, and improves co-
ordination between secondary and 
post-secondary vocational and tech-
nical education. 

We have continually worked at how 
to get this type of cooperation to 
streamline it, not to micromanage the 
States, to give them flexibility on how 
to do it, but set guidelines as to what 
we expect and the type of results that 
we want. 

In my home district in Northeast In-
diana in Fort Wayne, vocational edu-
cation has been a cooperative effort be-
tween the city of Fort Wayne and the 
Chamber of Commerce in taking the 
old Central High School, which had 
been abandoned, which my mom had 
attended in the 1940s, and it is now the 
Anthis Career Education Center. There 
they have laboratories, classrooms, 
worksites, different career options, 
youth apprenticeships, cooperative 
education. They have nearly 20 dif-
ferent career options that work with 
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Indiana Vocational Technical State 
College. 

In addition, they have programs for 
kids who may go to 4-year colleges, 
that they can take part of their day 
and go over and get specialized courses, 
go out and work with manufacturers. 

What is great about this bill is it ad-
dresses a whole range of what we need 
to look at in vocational education. 

Many people are concerned that we 
are tracking people, that we say they 
are going to decide to be this because 
their dad was this. The fact is that we 
need a multiplicity of options, and as 
kids see those different options, they 
can test them out and see which one 
works best for them. 

Way back in the 1960s in our family 
retail business, we took a number of 
students in order to keep them in 
school and let them work part time in 
our business and got them through 
high school. Some of them then went 
on to 2-year colleges. Others got inter-
ested. Others stayed in various busi-
ness segments. 

I recently met with Mr. Colin 
Schottlaender, who is the director of 
the Raytheon Network Centric Sys-
tems. He oversees 68 Raytheon plants 
in this Nation. And one of the things 
they try to do is to get kids, like my 
son went out to Raytheon, visited 
there for a day to see what the job was 
like. Then they look for people to see 
whether they work for summer em-
ployment. Some of them may go to 4- 
year colleges to move in management. 
Others may do a mid-technical thing 
and go to a 2-year vocational edu-
cational institution. Others may go to 
work and then come back to the edu-
cation because they had been exposed 
to it. But, increasingly, companies 
want to see kids in high school get 
some practical experience and then de-
velop them through summer programs, 
through education programs, and de-
velop people who can compete in an 
international market. And to do this, 
the vocational technical education is a 
critical component. 

We cannot compete worldwide unless 
we are developing at every level of kids 
who are at risk of not finishing high 
school, of kids who will finish high 
school, of kids who will go on to voca-
tional education, kids who will go on 
to a 4-year college and people will do 
lifelong learning. We cannot compete 
worldwide unless we focus on voca-
tional and technical education, and 
this bill is an important start. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER), our full committee 
ranking member and my leader on edu-
cation and many other issues. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding me this time. 

I also want to thank her for all of her 
work on behalf of our Members on this 
side of the aisle in helping to shape 
this legislation. And I want to thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Chairman 

BOEHNER) for bringing this bill to the 
floor in a timely fashion, and to the 
gentleman from Delaware (Chairman 
CASTLE) for all of his work and his 
dedication to the vocational education 
programs within our jurisdiction. 

I rise today for two reasons: One, I 
am hopeful that bringing this bill to 
this floor at this time and all of the 
statements made by Members on both 
sides of the aisle as to the successes of 
vocational education and the various 
components of vocational education in 
their districts and in their States will 
forever put an end to this idea of the 
administration that it is going to 
somehow zero out this legislation or 
that it is going to take this money for 
some other initiative when Members of 
Congress recognize in such an over-
whelming fashion the importance of 
vocational education to the students in 
their districts, to the success of the 
educational programs, and certainly to 
their local economies and to their 
State economies. 

That is really the second reason that 
I rise, and that is to again reiterate the 
idea that this is not our fathers’ or our 
grandfathers’ vocational education. A 
dramatic transition and a trans-
formation has been made within many 
of our educational establishments in 
high schools and community colleges 
that now provide for the linking and 
the merging and integration of aca-
demic programs and vocational pro-
grams and skills-acquiring programs so 
that students now not only are taking 
vocational education or participating 
in vocational education to get a job. 

What they are getting is a set of 
skills that will allow them to get that 
job but also to have the options to cre-
ate career paths within that industry 
or within that vocation, within that 
sector of our economy. Far different 
than has been done in the past. 

In the integration of the academic 
skills, again, building upon the re-
search that has been developed over 
the last decade, and that is that really 
for people to be proficient, to continue 
to maintain a middle-class life-style, 
to be able to continue to maintain 
their opportunities in employment. 
The set of skills that they need on the 
academic side and on the vocational 
skills side really are equivalent of what 
one needs to have an AA degree. 

So now students are put on that 
path. They are given the opportunity 
to relate the academic skills that they 
need to acquire for the job opportuni-
ties, for the career opportunities, and 
for the academic opportunities in their 
future lives. And that is a dramatic 
change from what many people view as 
vocational education of the past or of 
their experiences when they were in 
school. 

We now talk to young people. I just 
recently visited a program at the Ser-
endipity training program in Mr. Dia-
blo High School in my district, where 
Chevron Corporation just made a major 
grant to the county schools for the pur-
poses of enhancing these kinds of eco-

nomic opportunities and educational 
opportunities for young people. And 
when we talk to the young people, 
whether they are participating in the 
health academies or they are partici-
pating in the fire academies or the food 
service academies or the technical 
academies, the fact of the matter is 
they now see themselves having mul-
tiple options. For some it is just to 
simply get a job. A number of students 
said they were go to become EMTs be-
cause they wanted to be able have that 
work and that work schedule and that 
income to pay for their college edu-
cation. Others decided that they would 
go just to the fire academy and try to 
get a job. Others thought that they 
would go to the fire academy and go on 
to Humboldt State and to the 4-year 
programs in terms of fire sciences. 

So what these students now see are 
the multitude of opportunities that are 
available to them, the opportunities 
for career and advancement and pro-
viding for them and their families into 
the future. 

I would hope that we would support 
this bill. I am disappointed that the 
Committee on Rules, in its continued 
abuse of power, simply could not pro-
vide for the debate of the amendments 
that many on this side of the aisle 
wanted to offer. Again, it is not like 
the Congress is running at maximum 
RPMs here day in and day out and 
there is no time for that debate. It is 
unfortunate that the Committee on 
Rules continues that abuse of power, 
but we will have an opportunity to de-
bate a couple of amendments and then 
push this bill forward to conference 
committee, where a couple of its mod-
est shortcomings can be hopefully cor-
rected. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank Chairman 
BOEHNER and CASTLE for bringing this bill the 
floor. The V ocational and Technical Education 
for the Future Act reflects a bipartisan work 
product and I am pleased to be able to join 
the chairman, Chairman CASTLE and Ranking 
Member WOOLSEY in supporting this reauthor-
ization. 

Career and technical education has tradi-
tionally been a bipartisan effort in Congress 
and that continues today. Unfortunately, the 
President, for the fourth year in a row has 
tried to eliminate this program, and this is a 
mistake. 

Career and technical education programs 
make high school matter for many young peo-
ple, offer college students pathways into pro-
ductive employment and new hope for dis-
placed homemakers and workers reentering 
the workforce. 

Now, is not the time to retreat on our invest-
ment in career training. The global economy 
demands a highly skilled workforce and the 
Perkins program has been instrumental in 
building that workforce. 

H.R. 366 moves the successful Perkins Act, 
named after the distinguished Senator from 
Kansas, to the next level in career and tech-
nical education. This program may have start-
ed out as second tier education program for 
students who sought employment after grad-
uation from high school, but today, these pro-
grams are changing the face of secondary and 
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post-secondary education. Perkins equips 
America’s workforce with the skills they need 
to compete in a global economy. 

More and more schools are using career 
and technical education programs to develop 
highly challenging and academically sound 
education systems, combining secondary and 
postsecondary education elements. H.R. 366 
adopts this model. 

Successful career tech programs allow aca-
demic and vocational teachers to develop cur-
riculum together and teach together so that 
students can apply academic content in a real 
world context. In order to make high school 
matter, learning, must become more meaning-
ful to students. Career technical education 
programs do this. 

H.R. 366 also ensures that students learn 
the identical challenging academic content as 
students who are in a purely academic pro-
gram further reinforcing the goals of No Child 
Left Behind: that all students should be taught 
to high standards. 

We know that students who are enrolled in 
career technical programs are less likely to 
drop out before graduation. Students who 
graduate from these programs perform better 
than their academic-only counterparts in math 
and science. And, students who complete 
these programs are able to obtain higher sala-
ries than their counterparts. 

Mr. Chairman, while I will support this bill, I 
remain concerned that it fails to address two 
critical issues: the bill eliminates the separate 
authorization for the Tech Prep Program and 
cuts State Administrative funding far below 
what states need to carry out the new respon-
sibilities that have been added to the bill. 
These problems can and should be corrected 
in conference. 

The Perkins Act is a critical workforce devel-
opment tool and the bill before us represents 
sound education policy. It contains critical im-
provements in the areas of accountability, inte-
gration and coordination and is supported by 
a range of organizations to include the Asso-
ciation for Career Technical Education, the 
National Association of State Directors of Ca-
reer Technical’’ Education, the NEA, and the 
National Coalition for Women and Girls in 
Education. 

I want to thank these organizations for their 
input on the bill and I want to thank our staff 
for their efforts in bringing this bill together in 
a relatively short period of time. 

I will vote in favor of final passage and urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say one 
more time how much I appreciate the 
bipartisan work that we accomplished 
on the subcommittee and on the full 
committee, and I thank both the full 
Chair, the subcommittee Chair, and my 
ranking member for making all that 
possible. 

In closing, I want to reiterate my 
main concerns with the bill, which I 
hope will be addressed in conference. 

First, the bill rightly strengthens ac-
countability for State and local pro-
grams, but at the same time, it cuts 60 
percent of the funds that the States 
can use for that very purpose. I support 
these accountability measures, but if 

we do not enable the States to admin-
ister them, we will be providing empty 
promises. I offered an amendment in 
the committee to restore this cut. 

I am also concerned that this bill 
merges the tech prep program with the 
basic State grant, and I appreciate that 
our Republican colleagues on the com-
mittee have maintained funding for 
tech prep activities. But as we all 
know, not sending tech prep funding 
separately to the States means that 
eventually States will lose their focus 
on those activities. 

b 1245 

Another area that I am concerned 
about and I want to reiterate is the 
issue that the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) has just 
discussed, which is his amendment of-
fered to end abuses like the Depart-
ment of Education’s contract with 
Armstrong Williams. His amendment 
simply said that the government can-
not hire journalists to create govern-
ment propaganda and required that if 
the Department of Education continues 
to produce prepackaged news pieces, it 
has to fully disclose that fact in the 
piece. I am sorry that that language, 
which is really about government being 
honest with the people, is not in this 
bill. 

Finally, we must ask ourselves, de-
spite bipartisan support and despite 
the support of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) and the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Chairman CAS-
TLE), where will the appropriators find 
the funds to support this and other 
critical education programs that the 
President wants to eliminate or 
underfund? For example, this year 
alone, the President wants to provide 
our schoolchildren $12 billion less than 
he promised under the No Child Left 
Behind Act. 

Mr. Chairman, one last comment: 
this is a good, bipartisan bill, and we 
must fix the little pieces that are miss-
ing in conference. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of our time. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) and 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY) for their work on this bill; 
and I want to thank my colleague, and 
the author of the bill, the sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), for his 
fine work. While there are 435 of us in 
the Congress, of course everyone would 
like to make this bill look as though it 
were theirs and written exactly the 
way they would like to write it. Clear-
ly, I would like to have that oppor-
tunity too, but that is not how the 
process works. We have a bipartisan 
bill, and we should not make the per-
fect the enemy of the good. 

I also want to thank my staff, 
Krisann Pearce and Whitney Rhoades, 
for their fine work on this bill. I want 
to thank Denise Forte and Lloyd 

Horwich on the Democrat side for their 
work. As most of my colleagues know, 
we could not do the fine work that we 
do without excellent staff on both 
sides. They have done very good work 
in helping us get to where we are 
today. 

Vocational education, as my col-
league from California pointed out, is 
not vocational and technical education 
like it was 20 years ago or even 10 years 
ago. We all recognize that those in vo-
cational and technical education also 
need a strong academic background. 
This program, over the last several re-
authorizations, has attempted to move 
to stronger academics; and we continue 
that process in the reauthorization 
that we bring to the floor today. It is 
one of the reasons why the Tech-Prep 
program, which used to be separate and 
in this bill we have merged it with a 
basic grant, although we preserve the 
funding, is not quite as significant as it 
once was, because Tech-Prep was in-
tended to help encourage those in voca-
tional and technical education from 
outlining a program where they would 
do 2 years at the local Tech-Prep 
school and then go on and do 2 years 
probably at a community college. By 
improving the academics across the 
board, I think it is good for all stu-
dents. 

I have two technical schools in my 
own district, Butler Tech, Butler Coun-
ty Tech and Miami Valley Tech, who 
offer wonderful programs and wonder-
ful Tech-Prep programs for many of 
their students. They have articulation 
agreements with Sinclair Community 
College in Dayton, Ohio, and other 
community colleges to help put stu-
dents on a path where they will gain 
the skills necessary to be able to go 
out in the workforce and have very 
productive jobs. 

There are two or three million jobs in 
America today that have gone begging 
because we do not have employees and 
people with skills to fill those jobs; and 
many of them could be filled if, in fact, 
we have stronger technical vocational 
programs around the country. 

So I would encourage my colleagues 
to support the underlying bill, and we 
are about to get into the amendment 
process, and we will see where that 
takes us. 

Ms. BEAN. Mr. Chairman, reauthorizing the 
Perkins Act gives Congress the opportunity to 
restate our belief in vocational and technical 
education, a partnership between academics, 
the business community and our constituents 
for more than 40 years. 

As a graduate of Oakton Community Col-
lege, I have a special appreciation for the 
value of our community college system. 
Oakton Community College prepared me for 
and complemented my entrance into the com-
puter industry. That education served me well 
over my 20 plus year career in the high-tech 
field. 

Like community colleges across the country, 
those in Illinois’ Eighth District—The College 
of Lake County, McHenry County College, 
Harper College and Elgin Community Col-
lege—provide opportunities for all Americans, 
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from young people starting out their careers to 
older workers continuing theirs. 

We should absolutely put our full support 
behind such flexible and proven programs. 
H.R. 366 will allow our local schools and com-
munity colleges to plan for the future and to 
continue supplying trained workers to indus-
tries of all types. 

Like much of the legislation brought before 
this body, however, The Vocational and Tech-
nical Education for the Future Act has room 
for improvement. Merging Tech Prep into the 
Basic State Grants calls into question the fed-
eral government’s commitment to math and 
science education by allowing targeted funding 
to be used for other purposes. The Senate 
version of this bill is more receptive to high 
schools’, community colleges’ and industries’ 
needs, and I hope that Tech Prep will be re-
tained as a separate program in the con-
ference report. 

Vocational and technical education pro-
grams help Americans to continue their edu-
cation and expand their skill set. Encouraging 
innovation through a more educated workforce 
has helped our economy adapt to changing 
times and will continue to do so in the future. 
Reauthorizing the Perkins Act is a step in the 
right direction. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 366, the Vocational and 
Technical Education Act of the Future. This bill 
reauthorizes the Perkins Act, which provides 
career and technical education (CTE) pro-
grams at the State and local levels. In addi-
tion, the Perkins Act provides skill-building and 
academic opportunities for our youth and im-
proves employment outcomes. 

We live in an information and knowledge- 
based economy. It is imperative, therefore, 
that we continue to recognize that a strong 
academic foundation is necessary for all stu-
dents emerging from high school. Moreover, 
the skills necessary for entering postsec-
ondary education are similar to the skills nec-
essary for success in the modem workplace. 
For example, it is a fact that high school stu-
dents entering construction related apprentice-
ship programs must have algebra, geometry 
and trigonometry skills, which are also require-
ments for college university systems. 

The research is clear. High school students 
completing a rigorous academic core coupled 
with a career concentration have test scores 
that are equal to or higher than those of stu-
dents considered to be ‘‘college prep’’. They 
are more likely to pursue postsecondary edu-
cation, have a higher grade point average in 
college, are less likely to drop out in their first 
year of college, and they have better employ-
ment and earnings outcomes than other stu-
dents. 

This bill will ensure that ‘‘rigorous and chal-
lenging academic content’’ in the high school 
curriculum is aligned with postsecondary edu-
cation. 

For the foregoing reasons, I encourage sup-
port for this bill to ensure that all high school 
students’ educational needs are adequately 
met. 

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Chairman, today I 
rise to speak in favor of H.R. 366, the 
Vocational and Technical Education 
for the Future Act. 

Vocational education is an extremely 
important component of secondary 
education for millions of students. It is 
too often neglected at the State level 

and does not receive adequate funding 
or attention. 

Many students do not go on to an un-
dergraduate university for their post- 
secondary education. Only about 40 
percent of high school students who 
pursue post secondary education enroll 
in a college program. One third (over 5 
million people) enroll in a vocational 
education program. 

There are many good paying jobs 
available to students interested in vo-
cational training, but not enough stu-
dents are being prepared for these 
types of jobs. 

However, we do have the ability to 
encourage more schools and their stu-
dents to participate in vocational edu-
cation. We can get businesses involved 
with the education of the skilled work-
ers of tomorrow by helping them train 
the students of today. 

Among other things, H.R. 366 in-
cludes provisions to make funds avail-
able to eligible recipients for local edu-
cation and business partnerships, in-
cluding the establishment and oper-
ation of special arrangements with in-
dustry partners that allow qualified in-
dustry professionals to serve as faculty 
in postsecondary programs. It also 
makes funds available for leasing, pur-
chasing, upgrading or adapting equip-
ment, including instructional aides and 
publications. 

This bill also emphasizes teacher 
preparation programs that address the 
integration of academic and vocational 
and technical education and that assist 
individuals who are interested in be-
coming vocational and technical edu-
cation instructors, including individ-
uals with experience in business and in-
dustry. 

I have supported increasing the num-
ber of these kinds of public/private 
partnerships because I believe that is 
one of the best ways to get students to 
learn current skills and get hands-on 
experience. I recently introduced H.R. 
2008, the Public-Private Vocational 
Partnership Act. It would establish a 
tax credit for companies that donate 
equipment or resources for vocational 
education training. In addition, it es-
tablishes a tax credit for companies 
hiring full-time students who work as 
interns in fields relating to vocational 
education. 

I hope my colleagues will join me in 
strengthening vocational education. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of H.R. 366, the Vocational and 
Technical Education for the Future 
Act. 

In order for the United States to con-
tinue to compete in today’s global 
economy we must continue educating 
our youth. I was disappointed the 
President’s FY 06 budget request did 
not include funding for most current 
vocational education programs author-
ized under the Perkins Act. 

I support the Perkins Act because I 
believe it is necessary to develop the 
academic, vocational, and technical 
skills of secondary students and post-
secondary students enrolled in voca-

tional and technical education pro-
grams. I am concerned, however, that 
sometimes when Congress gives grants 
to Universities they increase tuition 
and other costs, so the benefit to the 
students is minimal. 

I am hopeful the $1.3 billion allocated 
in this legislation will benefit the stu-
dents who need the grant to improve 
their future and the future of our coun-
try, not the universities who take ad-
vantage of additional funds to raise 
tuition. 

I support this legislation and encour-
age my colleagues to do so as well. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise today to urge my colleagues to support 
this bill. 

Unfortunately, last week when the majority 
of members in this body passed the Budget 
Resolution, they also voted to zero out funding 
for programs under the Carl Perkins Act. 

Through the Perkins Act, hundreds of thou-
sands of students have received an education 
beyond just high school. They have developed 
marketable skills that enable them to work at 
competitive wages, often to support them-
selves or their families as they receive their 
college education. 

Sam Houston High School is in my District. 
It is a school with hard-working students who 
often live under circumstances that do not 
allow them to enter a 4-year university right 
after high school graduation. Many of these 
students stay at home and enter the workforce 
to help support their families. 

Due to decreases in state and Federal fund-
ing, Sam Houston High School recently lost 
their vocational education program. This has 
been devastating to some students who were 
relying on learning a unique skill that would 
give them the ability to earn enough to pay for 
the rising cost of college and get the work ex-
perience that will benefit them in the future. 

These programs allow high schools to enter 
articulation agreements with our local commu-
nity colleges so students receive college credit 
for many of the courses they take and they 
develop skills to enter the workforce. Perkins 
offers a win-win opportunity for many students 
to earn college credit and get training and job 
offers from companies such as General Mo-
tors, Continental Airlines and Lockheed Martin. 

The Carl Perkins Act recognizes that not ev-
eryone goes to college immediately, but that 
does not mean these students do not want to 
further their education. Many students who 
participate in programs such as Tech Prep 
enter higher-paying jobs after high school to 
help pay for college. 

Recently, the National Association of Manu-
facturers released a report stating the U.S. will 
face a shortage of almost 10 million skilled 
workers by 2020. The students who benefit 
from the Perkins Act also benefit our economy 
by preventing the outsourcing of jobs and 
keeping industry in America flowing. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this bill. The students in my district 
support Perkins and if we pass this bill today, 
they will be able to continue to pursue their 
goals. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 366, the Vocational 
and Technical Education for the Future Act. 
Although Democrats would in candor have 
crafted a different Perkins reauthorization bill, 
I do want to recognize and salute the bipar-
tisan process that has brought us here today. 
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Mr. Chairman, this is timely legislation. As 

the premiere Federal investment in career and 
technical education for secondary and post- 
secondary students, the Carl D. Perkins Voca-
tional and Technical Education Act is a critical 
tool in our efforts to stem the flow of 
outsourcing and train a world class American 
workforce for the 21st century. 

In particular, I am pleased that H.R. 366 in-
cludes a model sequence of courses so that 
students will have a seamless transition be-
tween high school and post-secondary edu-
cation. Additionally, I believe the establishment 
of separate indicators for postsecondary edu-
cation represents a common sense improve-
ment to current law. 

Given the loss of 446,000 private sector 
jobs since the beginning of the Bush Adminis-
tration, I am frankly at a loss as to how the 
President could continue to recommend the 
elimination of the programs funded under the 
Perkins Act. And while the majority has in this 
instance correctly reached its own conclusion 
about the value of Perkins, I believe a Con-
gress with its priorities in order would be in a 
position to do better than the level funding for 
Perkins programs we are passing today. Addi-
tionally, while I acknowledge the hold harm-
less provisions regarding funding for Tech 
Prep in the base bill and in Mr. CASTLE’s 
amendment, I remain concerned that elimi-
nating the separate funding stream for Tech 
Prep will over time result in inadequate fund-
ing for these important initiatives. Finally, while 
we should always be interested in finding ad-
ministrative savings in order to free up funds 
for actual education and training on the 
ground, I fear the additional, important respon-
sibilities we are placing on our states under 
this bill run the risk of getting shortchanged 
due to our slashing in half the money we are 
making available to implement them. 

In conclusion, I’d like to thank Chairman 
BOEHNER, our ranking committee and sub-
committee members Mr. MILLER and Ms. 
WOOLSEY, minority and majority staff—and es-
pecially Mr. CASTLE for his leadership on this 
issue and for his willingness to reach across 
the aisle when crafting this bill. While I will be 
supporting efforts to improve this legislation in 
conference, for today I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
CULBERSON). All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered as an original bill for the pur-
pose of amendment under the 5-minute 
rule and shall be considered read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 366 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Vocational and 
Technical Education for the Future Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REFERENCES. 

Wherever in this Act an amendment is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to or repeal of 
a section or other provision, the amendment or 
repeal shall be considered to be made to a sec-
tion or other provision of the Carl D. Perkins 

Vocational and Technical Education Act of 1998 
(20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.). 
SEC. 3. PURPOSES AND DEFINITIONS. 

(a) PURPOSES.—Section 2(2) (20 U.S.C. 2301(2)) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘rigorous and chal-
lenging’’ after ‘‘integrate’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3 (20 U.S.C. 2302) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (26) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (21) through (25) as para-
graphs (23) through (27), and paragraphs (27) 
through (30) as paragraphs (29) through (32), re-
spectively; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(20) as paragraphs (5) through (21), respectively, 
and inserting after paragraph (3) the following: 

‘‘(4) ARTICULATION AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘articulation agreement’ means a written com-
mitment, agreed upon at the State level or ap-
proved annually and facilitated by the lead ad-
ministrators of the secondary and postsecondary 
consortia members as described in section 
135(b)(3)(A), to provide a program designed to 
provide students with a nonduplicative sequence 
of progressive achievements leading to degrees, 
certificates, or credentials in a tech-prep edu-
cation program linked through credit transfer 
agreements.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘to students (and parents, as appro-
priate)’’ after ‘‘providing access’’; 

(4) in paragraph (6) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘section 5206’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
5210’’; 

(5) in paragraph (7) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘method of instruction’’ and 

inserting ‘‘method’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘rigorous and challenging’’ 

after ‘‘required’’; 
(6) in paragraph (11)(A) (as so redesignated), 

by striking ‘‘an’’ and inserting ‘‘a public or 
nonprofit private’’; 

(7) in paragraph (18) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT’’ and inserting 
‘‘FIELDS’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘training and employment’’ 
and inserting ‘‘fields’’; and 

(C) by inserting ‘‘current and’’ after ‘‘tech-
nology, and other’’; 

(8) in paragraph (19) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘the Republic of the Marshall Islands, 
the Federated States of Micronesia,’’; 

(9) by inserting after paragraph (21) (as so re-
designated) the following: 

‘‘(22) SCIENTIFICALLY BASED RESEARCH.—The 
term ‘scientifically based research’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 9101(37) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801(37)).’’; 

(10) in paragraph (25) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘training 

and employment’’ and inserting ‘‘fields’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(C) in subparagraph (F)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘individuals with other barriers 

to educational achievement, including’’; and 
(ii) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 

and’’; and 
(D) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the 

following: 
‘‘(G) individuals with other barriers to edu-

cational achievement, as determined by the 
State.’’; 

(11) by inserting after paragraph (27) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(28) SUPPORTIVE SERVICES.—The term ‘sup-
portive services’ means services such as trans-
portation, child care, dependent care, and 
needs-based payments, that are necessary to en-
able an individual to participate in activities 
authorized under this Act.’’; 

(12) in paragraph (29) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘section 2’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
2(a)(4)’’; 

(13) in paragraph (30) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘of subsection (a)’’ after 

‘‘paragraph (2)’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘paragraph (5)(A) of such sec-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph (5)(A) of such 
subsection’’; and 

(14) by amending paragraph (31)(A) (as so re-
designated) to read as follows: 

‘‘(A) offer a sequence of courses that— 
‘‘(i) provides individuals with the rigorous 

and challenging academic and technical knowl-
edge and skills the individuals need to prepare 
for further education and for careers (other 
than careers requiring a master’s or doctoral de-
gree) in current or emerging employment sectors; 

‘‘(ii) may include the provision of skills or 
courses necessary to enroll in a sequence of 
courses that meet the requirements of this sub-
paragraph; and 

‘‘(iii) provides, at the postsecondary level, for 
a 1-year certificate, an associate degree, or in-
dustry-recognized credential; and’’. 
SEC. 4. TRANSITION PROVISIONS. 

Section 4 (20 U.S.C. 2303) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘the Carl D. Perkins Voca-

tional and Applied Technology Education Act’’ 
and inserting ‘‘ the ‘Carl D. Perkins Vocational 
and Technical Education Act of 1998’ ’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘the Carl D. Perkins Voca-
tional and Applied Technology Education 
Amendments of 1998’’ and inserting ‘‘the Voca-
tional and Technical Education for the Future 
Act. Each eligible agency shall be assured 1 full 
fiscal year for transition, to plan for and imple-
ment the requirements of this Act’’. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 8 (20 U.S.C. 2307) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 8. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

‘‘There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act (other than subsection (a), 
(b), and (c) of section 114, and sections 117 and 
118) $1,307,000,000 for fiscal year 2006 and such 
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal 
years 2007 through 2011.’’. 
SEC. 6. PROHIBITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Carl D. Perkins Voca-
tional and Technical Education Act of 1998 (20 
U.S.C. 2301 et seq.) is amended by adding after 
section 8 the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 9. PROHIBITIONS. 

‘‘(a) LOCAL CONTROL.—Nothing in this Act 
shall be construed to authorize an officer or em-
ployee of the Federal government to mandate, 
direct, or control a State, local educational 
agency, or school’s curriculum, program of in-
struction, or allocation of State or local re-
sources, or mandate a State or any subdivision 
thereof to spend any funds or incur any costs 
not paid for under this Act. 

‘‘(b) NO PRECLUSION OF OTHER ASSISTANCE.— 
Any State that declines to submit an application 
to the Secretary for assistance under this Act 
shall not be precluded from applying for assist-
ance under any other program administered by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(c) PROHIBITION ON REQUIRING FEDERAL AP-
PROVAL OR CERTIFICATION OF STANDARDS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of Federal 
law, no State shall be required to have academic 
and vocational and technical content or student 
academic and vocational and technical achieve-
ment standards approved or certified by the 
Federal government, in order to receive assist-
ance under this Act. 

‘‘(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to affect the require-
ments under section 113.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents in section 1(b) is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 8 the 
following: 
‘‘Sec. 9. Prohibitions.’’. 
SEC. 7. ALLOTMENT AND ALLOCATION TO 

STATES. 
(a) ALLOTMENT FOR NATIONAL ACTIVITIES FOR 

2006.—Section 111(a)(1) (20 U.S.C. 2321(a)(1)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) RESERVATIONS.—From the sum appro-
priated under section 8 for each fiscal year, the 
Secretary shall reserve— 
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‘‘(A) 0.12 percent to carry out section 115; 
‘‘(B) 1.50 percent to carry out section 116, of 

which— 
‘‘(i) 1.25 percent of the sum shall be available 

to carry out section 116(b); and 
‘‘(ii) 0.25 percent of the sum shall be available 

to carry out section 116(h); and 
‘‘(C) 0.54 percent to carry out section 114(d).’’. 
(b) MINIMUM ALLOTMENTS.—Section 111(a) (20 

U.S.C. 2321(a)) is further amended— 
(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘(or in the 

case of fiscal year 1999’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘Amendments of 1998)’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘(or in the case of fiscal 
year 2006 only, under this section and under 
title II of this Act, as such section and title were 
in effect on the day before the date of enactment 
of the Vocational and Technical Education for 
the Future Act)’’; and 

(2) by amending paragraph (4)(A) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—No State shall receive an 
allotment under this section for a fiscal year 
that is less than the allotment the State received 
for fiscal year 2005 under this section and under 
title II of this Act (as such section and title were 
in effect on the day before the date of enactment 
of the Vocational and Technical Education for 
the Future Act).’’. 

(c) WITHIN STATE ALLOCATION.—Section 112 
(20 U.S.C. 2322) is amended— 

(1) by amending subsection (a) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(a) ALLOCATION FORMULA.—From the 
amount allotted to each State under section 111 
for a fiscal year, the State board (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the ‘eligible agency’) shall allocate 
such amount as follows: 

‘‘(1) Subject to paragraph (4), not less than 88 
percent shall be made available for distribution 
under section 131 or 132, of which the eligible 
agency shall first make available for the activi-
ties described in section 135(b)(3) not less than 
the amount allotted in fiscal year 2005 to such 
eligible agency under title II of this Act (as such 
title was in effect on the day before the date of 
enactment of the Vocational and Technical 
Education for the Future Act), reduced by the 
percentage by which the amount allotted to the 
State under section 111 for the fiscal year is less 
than the amount allotted under such section to 
such State for fiscal year 2005. Of the remainder 
of the 88 percent, not more than 10 percent may 
be used in accordance with subsection (c). 

‘‘(2) Subject to paragraph (4), not more than 
10 percent shall be made available to carry out 
State leadership activities described in section 
124, of which— 

‘‘(A) an amount equal to not more than 1 per-
cent of the amount allotted to the State under 
section 111 for the fiscal year shall be made 
available to serve individuals in State institu-
tions, such as State correctional institutions and 
institutions that serve individuals with disabil-
ities; and 

‘‘(B) not less than $60,000 and not more than 
$150,000 shall be available for services that pre-
pare individuals for nontraditional fields. 

‘‘(3) An amount equal to not more than 2 per-
cent, or $250,000, whichever is greater, shall be 
made available for administration of the State 
plan, which may be used for the costs of— 

‘‘(A) developing the State plan; 
‘‘(B) reviewing the local plan; 
‘‘(C) monitoring and evaluating program ef-

fectiveness; 
‘‘(D) assuring compliance with all applicable 

Federal laws; and 
‘‘(E) providing technical assistance. 
‘‘(4) If the amount allocated for any fiscal 

year under paragraph (2) shall be less than the 
amount allocated under such paragraph for fis-
cal year 2005, additional amounts may be made 
available from the amount allocated under 
paragraph (1) for the purposes described in 
paragraph (2). If such additional amounts are 
made available under this paragraph, the per-
centage of the total amount allotted under sec-

tion 111 that is allocated for the purposes de-
scribed in paragraph (2) shall not exceed the 
percentage of the total amount allotted under 
section 111 for fiscal year 2005 that was allo-
cated under paragraph (2) for fiscal year 2005.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking the semi-

colon and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 

and inserting a period; and 
(iii) by striking subparagraph (D); and 
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘through 

(D)’’ and inserting ‘‘through (C)’’. 
SEC. 8. ACCOUNTABILITY. 

(a) PURPOSE.—Section 113(a) (20 U.S.C. 
2323(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘establish a State’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘support a State and local’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and its eligible recipients’’ 
after ‘‘effectiveness of the State’’. 

(b) STATE PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—Section 
113(b) (20 U.S.C. 2323(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) 

through (D) as subparagraphs (C) through (E), 
respectively; 

(B) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in the subparagraph heading, by inserting 

‘‘FOR SECONDARY STUDENTS’’ after ‘‘PERFORM-
ANCE’’; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘of secondary students that 
are, to the extent practicable, valid and reliable 
and’’ after ‘‘indicators of performance’’; 

(iii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘State estab-
lished academic,’’ and inserting ‘‘academic con-
tent and achievement standards, as established 
by the State under section 1111(b)(1) of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 
(20 U.S.C. 6311(b)(1)),’’; 

(iv) in clause (ii)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘or its recognized equivalent,’’ 

and inserting ‘‘, General Education Develop-
ment credential (GED), or other State-recog-
nized equivalent (including recognized alter-
native standards for individuals with disabil-
ities), or’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘, or a postsecondary degree 
or credential’’; 

(v) by amending clause (iii) to read as follows: 
‘‘(iii) Student graduation rates (as described 

in section 1111(b)(2)(C)(vi) of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6311(b)(2)(C)(vi))).’’; 

(vi) by redesignating clause (iv) as clause (v) 
and inserting after clause (iii) the following: 

‘‘(iv) Placement in postsecondary education or 
advanced training, placement in military serv-
ice, or placement in employment.’’; and 

(vii) in clause (v) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘training and employment’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘fields’’; 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following: 

‘‘(B) CORE INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE FOR 
POSTSECONDARY STUDENTS.—Each eligible agen-
cy shall identify in the State plan core indica-
tors of performance of postsecondary students 
that are, to the extent practicable, valid and re-
liable, and that include, at a minimum, meas-
ures of each of the following: 

‘‘(i) Student attainment of challenging aca-
demic and vocational and technical skill pro-
ficiencies. 

‘‘(ii) Student retention in postsecondary edu-
cation, attainment of an associate degree or 
postsecondary credential, or transfer to a bacca-
laureate degree program. 

‘‘(iii) Placement in military service or place-
ment or retention in employment. 

‘‘(iv) Student participation in and completion 
of vocational and technical education programs 
in nontraditional fields.’’; 

(D) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘under the title’’ and inserting 
‘‘under this title’’; and 

(E) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesignated), 
by inserting ‘‘vocational and technical edu-
cation’’ after ‘‘has developed State’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by amending the paragraph heading to 

read as follows: 
‘‘(3) STATE LEVELS OF PERFORMANCE.—’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)(A)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘subparagraphs (A) and (B) of paragraph 
(2)’’; and 

(II) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘to contin-
ually’’ and all that follows through ‘‘perform-
ance’’, and inserting ‘‘to make continuous and 
substantial improvement in the academic and 
vocational and technical achievement’’; 

(ii) by amending clause (v) to read as follows: 
‘‘(v) AGREEMENT ON STATE ADJUSTED LEVELS 

OF PERFORMANCE FOR SUBSEQUENT YEARS.— 
‘‘(I) 3RD AND 4TH PROGRAM YEARS.—Prior to 

the third program year covered by the State 
plan, the Secretary and each eligible agency 
shall reach agreement on the State adjusted lev-
els of performance for each of the core indica-
tors of performance for the third and fourth pro-
grams years covered by the State plan, taking 
into account the factors described in clause (vi). 

‘‘(II) 5TH AND 6TH PROGRAM YEARS.—Prior to 
the fifth program year covered by the State 
plan, the Secretary and each eligible agency 
shall reach agreement on the State adjusted lev-
els of performance for each of the core indica-
tors of performance for the fifth and sixth pro-
grams years covered by the State plan, taking 
into account the factors described in clause (vi). 

‘‘(III) AGREEMENTS INCORPORATED INTO STATE 
PLAN.—The State adjusted levels of performance 
agreed to under this clause shall be considered 
the State adjusted levels of performance for the 
State for such years and shall be incorporated 
into the State plan.’’; 

(iii) in clause (vi)(II), by inserting ‘‘and sub-
stantial’’ after ‘‘continuous’’; and 

(iv) in clause (vii)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘clause (vi)(II)’’ and inserting 

‘‘clause (vi)’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘under clause (iii) or (vi)’’ and 

inserting ‘‘under clause (iii) or (v)’’. 
(c) LOCAL LEVELS OF PERFORMANCE.—Section 

113(b) is further amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(4) LOCAL LEVELS OF PERFORMANCE.— 
‘‘(A) LOCAL ADJUSTED LEVELS OF PERFORM-

ANCE FOR CORE INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible recipient shall 

establish in the local plan submitted under sec-
tion 134, levels of performance for each of the 
core indicators of performance described in 
paragraph (2)(A) and (B), as appropriate for the 
eligible recipient, for vocational and technical 
education activities authorized under this title. 
The levels of performance established under this 
subparagraph shall, at a minimum— 

‘‘(I) be expressed in a percentage or numerical 
form, so as to be objective, quantifiable, and 
measurable; and 

‘‘(II) require the eligible recipient to make 
continuous and substantial improvement in the 
academic and vocational and technical achieve-
ment of vocational and technical education stu-
dents. 

‘‘(ii) IDENTIFICATION IN THE LOCAL PLAN.— 
Each eligible recipient shall identify, in the 
local plan submitted under section 134, levels of 
performance for each of the core indicators of 
performance for the first 2 program years cov-
ered by the local plan. 

‘‘(iii) AGREEMENT ON LOCAL ADJUSTED LEVELS 
OF PERFORMANCE FOR FIRST 2 YEARS.—The eligi-
ble agency and each eligible recipient shall 
reach agreement on the levels of performance for 
each of the core indicators of performance, for 
the first 2 program years covered by the local 
plan, taking into account the levels identified in 
the local plan under clause (ii) and the factors 
described in clause (v). The levels of perform-
ance agreed to under this clause shall be consid-
ered to be the local adjusted level of perform-
ance for the eligible recipient for such years and 
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shall be incorporated into the local plan prior to 
the approval of such plan. 

‘‘(iv) AGREEMENT ON LOCAL ADJUSTED LEVELS 
OF PERFORMANCE FOR SUBSEQUENT YEARS.— 

‘‘(I) 3RD AND 4TH PROGRAM YEARS.—Prior to 
the third program year covered by the local 
plan, the eligible agency and each eligible re-
cipient shall reach agreement on the local ad-
justed levels of performance for each of the core 
indicators of performance for the third and 
fourth program years covered by the local plan, 
taking into account the factors described in 
clause (v). 

‘‘(II) 5TH AND 6TH PROGRAM YEARS.—Prior to 
the fifth program year covered by the local plan, 
the eligible agency and each eligible recipient 
shall reach agreement on the local adjusted lev-
els of performance for each of the core indica-
tors of performance for the fifth and sixth pro-
gram years covered by the local plan, taking 
into account the factors described in clause (v). 

‘‘(III) AGREEMENTS INCORPORATED INTO LOCAL 
PLAN.—The local adjusted levels of performance 
agreed to under this clause shall be considered 
to be the local adjusted levels of performance for 
the eligible recipient for such years and shall be 
incorporated into the local plan. 

‘‘(v) FACTORS.—The agreement described in 
clause (iii) or (iv) shall take into account— 

‘‘(I) how the levels of performance involved 
compare with the local adjusted levels of per-
formance established for other eligible recipients 
taking into account factors including the char-
acteristics of participants when the participants 
entered the program and the services or instruc-
tion to be provided; and 

‘‘(II) the extent to which such levels of per-
formance promote continuous and substantial 
improvement on the indicators of performance 
by such eligible recipient. 

‘‘(vi) REVISIONS.—If unanticipated cir-
cumstances arise with respect to an eligible re-
cipient resulting in a significant change in the 
factors described in clause (v), the eligible re-
cipient may request that the local adjusted lev-
els of performance agreed to under clause (iii) or 
(iv) be revised. The eligible agency shall issue 
objective criteria and methods for making such 
revisions. 

‘‘(B) LEVELS OF PERFORMANCE FOR ADDI-
TIONAL INDICATORS.—Each eligible recipient may 
identify in the local plan, local levels of per-
formance for any additional indicators of per-
formance. Such levels shall be considered to be 
the local levels of performance for purposes of 
this title. 

‘‘(C) LOCAL REPORT.— 
‘‘(i) CONTENT OF REPORT.—Each eligible re-

cipient that receives an allotment under section 
111 shall annually prepare and submit to the eli-
gible agency a report regarding— 

‘‘(I) the progress of such recipient in achiev-
ing the local adjusted levels of performance on 
the core indicators of performance; and 

‘‘(II) in the case of an eligible recipient that 
receives funds described in section 112(a) for ac-
tivities described in section 135(b)(3), the 
progress in achieving the local adjusted levels of 
performance on the core indicators of perform-
ance with respect to tech-prep program partici-
pants. 

‘‘(ii) DATA.—Each eligible recipient shall— 
‘‘(I) disaggregate data for each of the indica-

tors of performance under section 113(b)(2) for 
the categories of students enumerated under sec-
tion 1111(b)(2)(C)(v)(II) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 that are served 
under this Act; and 

‘‘(II) identify and quantify any disparities or 
gaps in performance between any such category 
of students and the performance of all students 
served by the eligible recipient under the Act. 

‘‘(iii) RULES FOR REPORTING OF DATA.—The 
disaggregation of data under clause (ii) shall be 
required except in a case in which the number 
of students in a category is insufficient to yield 
statistically reliable information or in which the 
results would reveal personally identifiable in-
formation about an individual student. 

‘‘(iv) AVAILABILITY.—The report described in 
clause (i) shall be made available to the public 
through a variety of formats, including elec-
tronically through the Internet.’’. 

(d) STATE REPORT.—Section 113(c) (20 U.S.C. 
2323(c)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as 
paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively, and insert-
ing after paragraph (1) the following: 

‘‘(2) DATA.—Each eligible agency under this 
subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) disaggregate data for each of the indica-
tors of performance under section 113(b)(2) for 
the categories of students enumerated under sec-
tion 1111(b)(2)(C)(v)(II) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 that are served 
under this Act; and 

‘‘(B) identify and quantify any disparities or 
gaps in performance between any such category 
of students and the performance of all students 
served by the eligible agency under the Act. 

‘‘(3) RULES FOR REPORTING OF DATA.—The 
disaggregation of data under paragraph (2) 
shall be required except in a case in which the 
number of students in a category is insufficient 
to yield statistically reliable information or in 
which the results would reveal personally iden-
tifiable information about an individual stu-
dent.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘special populations’’ and in-

serting ‘‘each of the populations described in 
section 3(25) and the populations described in 
section 1111(h)(1)(C)(i) of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6311(h)(1)(C)(i))’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘have made’’ and inserting 
‘‘has made’’. 
SEC. 9. NATIONAL ACTIVITIES. 

(a) PROGRAM PERFORMANCE INFORMATION.— 
Section 114(a)(3) (20 U.S.C. 2324(a)(3)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘in the aggregate’’ after ‘‘inter-
national comparisons’’. 

(b) EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT.—Section 
114(c) (20 U.S.C. 2324(c)) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (2) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(2) INDEPENDENT ADVISORY PANEL.—The Sec-
retary shall appoint an independent advisory 
panel, consisting of academic and vocational 
and technical education educators, administra-
tors, experts in evaluation, research, and assess-
ment, representatives of labor organizations, 
businesses, parents, guidance and counseling 
professionals, and other individuals with rel-
evant expertise, to advise the Secretary on the 
implementation of the assessment described in 
paragraph (3), including the issues to be ad-
dressed and the methodology of the studies in-
volved to ensure the assessment adheres to the 
highest standards of quality. The advisory 
panel shall transmit to the Secretary and to 
Congress an independent analysis of the find-
ings and recommendations resulting from such 
assessment. The Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the panel 
established under this subsection.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘the im-

plementation of the’’ after ‘‘and assessment of’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘but shall not be limited to’’ 

after ‘‘paragraph (1) shall include’’; 
(ii) by striking clauses (i), (ii), (iv), and (vii) 

and redesignating clauses (iii), (v), (vi), and 
(viii) as clauses (i) through (iv), respectively; 

(iii) in clause (i) (as so redesignated), by strik-
ing ‘‘, and academic, curricula in vocational 
and technical education programs,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘education (such as meeting State estab-
lished teacher certification or licensing require-
ments)’’; and 

(iv) in clause (ii) (as so redesignated)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘and employment outcomes’’ 

and all that follows through ‘‘including anal-
yses of’’ and inserting ‘‘and vocational and 
technical education achievement and employ-

ment outcomes of vocational and technical edu-
cation students, including analyses of’’; 

(II) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and tech- 
prep students’’ and inserting ‘‘and students par-
ticipating in the activities described in section 
135(b)(3)’’; 

(III) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘academic, 
and vocational and technical, education’’ and 
inserting ‘‘rigorous and challenging academic 
and vocational and technical education, includ-
ing a review of the effect of integrated rigorous 
and challenging academic and vocational and 
technical education on the achievement of stu-
dents’’; and 

(IV) in subclause (III), by inserting ‘‘, par-
ticularly those in which math and science skills 
are critical,’’ after ‘‘high-skill careers’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘the Committee on Education 

and the Workforce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Labor and Human 
Resources of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘Con-
gress’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘2002’’ and inserting ‘‘2009’’ 
both places it appears; and 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Labor and 
Human Resources of the Senate,’’ and inserting 
‘‘Congress’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5)(A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘to carry out research’’ each 

place it appears, and inserting ‘‘to carry out sci-
entifically based research’’; 

(B) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘scientifically 
based’’ after ‘‘programs, including’’; 

(C) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘that are inte-
grated with rigorous and challenging academic 
education’’ after ‘‘implementation of vocational 
and technical education programs’’; and 

(D) in clause (iii)(I), by inserting ‘‘and the in-
tegration of those systems with the academic 
education system’’ after ‘‘technical education 
systems’’; 

(4) in paragraph (6)— 
(A) by striking: 
‘‘(6) DEMONSTRATIONS AND DISSEMINATION.— 
‘‘(A) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.—The’’, and 

inserting: 
‘‘(6) DEMONSTRATIONS AND DISSEMINATION.— 

The’’; and 
(B) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(5) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘this section’’ 

and all that follows and inserting ‘‘subsections 
(a), (b), and (c) of this section, such sums as 
may be necessary for each of fiscal years 2006 
through 2011.’’ 

(c) INCENTIVE GRANTS FOR ELIGIBLE AGEN-
CIES.—Section 114 is further amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) INCENTIVE GRANTS FOR ELIGIBLE AGEN-
CIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From funds reserved under 
section 111(a)(1)(C), the Secretary may award 
grants to eligible agencies for exemplary per-
formance in carrying out programs under this 
Act. Such awards shall be based on an eligible 
agency exceeding State adjusted levels of per-
formance established under section 113(b) and 
showing sustained or significant improvement. 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—In awarding 
these grants, the Secretary may consider— 

‘‘(A) an eligible agency’s success in effectively 
developing connections between secondary edu-
cation and postsecondary education and train-
ing; 

‘‘(B) an eligible agency’s integration of rig-
orous and challenging academic and technical 
coursework; and 

‘‘(C) an eligible agency’s progress in having 
special populations participating in vocational 
and technical education meet State adjusted lev-
els of performance. 

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS.—The funds awarded to an 
eligible agency under this subsection may be 
used to carry out any activities authorized 
under section 124, including demonstrations of 
innovative programs.’’. 
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SEC. 10. OUTLYING AREAS, NATIVE AMERICAN 

PROGRAMS, AND TRIBALLY CON-
TROLLED INSTITUTIONS. 

(a) ASSISTANCE FOR THE OUTLYING AREAS.— 
Section 115 (20 U.S.C. 2325) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 115. ASSISTANCE FOR THE OUTLYING 

AREAS. 
‘‘(a) OUTLYING AREAS.—From funds reserved 

pursuant to section 111(a)(1)(A), the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(1) make a grant in the amount of $660,000 to 
Guam; 

‘‘(2) make a grant in the amount of $350,000 to 
each of American Samoa and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands; and 

‘‘(3) make a grant in the amount of $160,000 to 
the Republic of Palau. 

‘‘(b) REMAINDER.—Subject to the provisions of 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall make a grant 
of the remainder of funds reserved pursuant to 
section 111(a)(1)(A), in equal proportion, to each 
of Guam, American Samoa, and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, for the 
purpose of providing direct vocational and tech-
nical educational services, including— 

‘‘(1) teacher and counselor training and re-
training; 

‘‘(2) curriculum development; and 
‘‘(3) the improvement of vocational and tech-

nical education and training programs in sec-
ondary schools and institutions of higher edu-
cation, or improving cooperative education pro-
grams involving both secondary schools and in-
stitutions of higher education. 

‘‘(c) RESTRICTION.—The Republic of Palau 
shall cease to be eligible to receive funding 
under this section upon entering into an agree-
ment for extension of United States educational 
assistance under the Compact of Free Associa-
tion after the date of enactment of the Voca-
tional and Technical Education for the Future 
Act.’’. 

(b) NATIVE AMERICAN PROGRAM.—Section 116 
(20 U.S.C. 2326) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting a period at 
the end of paragraph (5); and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘subsection 

(d)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘(other than 

in subsection (i))’’. 
(c) TRIBALLY CONTROLLED INSTITUTIONS.— 

Section 117 (20 U.S.C. 2327) is amended— 
(1) by amending subsection (b) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(b) USES OF GRANTS.—Amounts made avail-

able under this section shall be used for voca-
tional and technical education programs for In-
dian students and for institutional support costs 
of the grant, including the expenses described in 
subsection (e).’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by inserting after para-
graph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) INDIRECT COSTS.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law or regulation, the Sec-
retary shall not require the use of a restricted 
indirect cost rate for grants issued under this 
section.’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (g) and redesig-
nating subsections (h) and (i) as subsections (g) 
and (h), respectively; and 

(4) in subsection (h) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘$4,000,000 for fiscal year 1999 

and’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the 4 succeeding fiscal years’’ 

and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2006 through 2011’’. 
(d) OCCUPATIONAL AND EMPLOYMENT INFOR-

MATION.—Section 118 (20 U.S.C. 2328) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by amending subsection (b) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(b) STATE LEVEL ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) DESIGNATED ENTITY.—In order for a State 

to receive a grant under this section, the eligible 
agency and the Governor of the State shall 
jointly designate an entity in the State respon-
sible for conducting the activities in this sub-
section. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—The jointly designated 
agency shall submit an application to the Sec-
retary at the same time the State submits its 
state plan under section 122. The application 
shall be in such a manner and be accompanied 
by such information as the Secretary may rea-
sonably require. At a minimum, the application 
shall describe how the jointly designated agency 
will assist the eligible agency in meeting its ad-
justed levels of performance under section 
113(b). 

‘‘(3) ACTIVITIES.—The jointly designated 
agency shall conduct activities— 

‘‘(A) to provide support for career guidance 
and academic counseling programs designed to 
promote improved career and education decision 
making by students (and parents, as appro-
priate) regarding education and training op-
tions and preparations for high skill, high wage 
occupations; 

‘‘(B) to make available to students, parents, 
teachers, administrators, and counselors, and 
improve accessibility to, information and plan-
ning resources that relate academic and voca-
tional and technical educational preparation to 
career goals and expectations; 

‘‘(C) to equip teachers, administrators, and 
counselors with the knowledge, skills, and occu-
pational information needed to assist students 
and parents with educational and other postsec-
ondary opportunities and education financing; 

‘‘(D) to assist appropriate State entities in tai-
loring resources and training for use by such 
entities; 

‘‘(E) to improve coordination and communica-
tion among administrators and planners of pro-
grams authorized by this Act and by section 15 
of the Wagner-Peyser Act (29 U.S.C. 49l–2) at 
the Federal, State, and local levels to ensure 
nonduplication of efforts and the appropriate 
use of shared information and data; and 

‘‘(F) to provide ongoing means for customers, 
such as students and parents, to provide com-
ments and feedback on products and services 
and to update resources, as appropriate, to bet-
ter meet customer requirements.’’; 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘an identi-
fication’’ and inserting ‘‘a description’’; and 

(3) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘1999 through 
2003’’ and inserting ‘‘2006 through 2011’’. 
SEC. 11. STATE ADMINISTRATION. 

Section 121 (20 U.S.C. 2341) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 121. STATE ADMINISTRATION. 

‘‘(a) ELIGIBLE AGENCY RESPONSIBILITIES.— 
The responsibilities of an eligible agency under 
this title shall include— 

‘‘(1) coordination of the development, submis-
sion, and implementation of the State plan, and 
the evaluation of the program, services, and ac-
tivities assisted under this title, including prepa-
ration for nontraditional fields; 

‘‘(2) consultation with the Governor and ap-
propriate agencies, groups, and individuals in-
cluding parents, students, teachers, representa-
tives of businesses, labor organizations, eligible 
recipients, State and local officials, and local 
program administrators, involved in the plan-
ning, administration, evaluation, and coordina-
tion of programs funded under this title; 

‘‘(3) convening and meeting as an eligible 
agency (consistent with State law and proce-
dure for the conduct of such meetings) at such 
time as the eligible agency determines necessary 
to carry out the eligible agency’s responsibilities 
under this title, but not less than four times an-
nually; and 

‘‘(4) the adoption of such procedures as the el-
igible agency considers necessary to— 

‘‘(A) implement State level coordination with 
the activities undertaken by the State boards 
under section 111 of Public Law 105–220; and 

‘‘(B) make available to the service delivery 
system under section 121 of Public Law 105–220 
within the State a listing of all school dropout, 
postsecondary, and adult programs assisted 
under this title. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—Except with respect to the 
responsibilities set forth in subsection (a), the el-
igible agency may delegate any of the other re-
sponsibilities of the eligible agency that involve 
the administration, operation, supervision of ac-
tivities assisted under this title, in whole or in 
part, to one or more appropriate State agen-
cies.’’. 
SEC. 12. STATE PLAN. 

Section 122 (20 U.S.C. 2342) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘5-year pe-

riod’’ and inserting ‘‘6-year period’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘5 year 

State plan’’ and inserting ‘‘6-year period’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘(including 

employers, labor organizations, and parents)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘(including charter school au-
thorizers and organizers, employers, labor orga-
nizations, parents, students, and community or-
ganizations)’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘teachers, 
eligible recipients, parents, students, interested 
community members’’ and inserting ‘‘academic 
and vocational and technical education teach-
ers, eligible recipients, charter school author-
izers and organizers, parents, students, inter-
ested community members (including parent and 
community organizations), institutions of higher 
education’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 

through (D) as subparagraphs (B) through (E), 
respectively, and inserting before such subpara-
graphs (as so redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(A) the development of model sequences of 
courses for vocational and technical content 
areas that— 

‘‘(i) incorporate both secondary and postsec-
ondary education elements; 

‘‘(ii) include rigorous and challenging aca-
demic content and vocational and technical 
content in a coordinated, nonduplicative pro-
gression of courses that align secondary edu-
cation with postsecondary education to ade-
quately prepare sudents to succeed in postsec-
ondary education; 

‘‘(iii) lead to a postsecondary 1-year certifi-
cate, associate or baccalaureate degree, or a 
proficiency credential in conjunction with a sec-
ondary school diploma; and 

‘‘(iv) may be adopted by local educational 
agencies and postsecondary institutions to be 
offered as an option to students (and their par-
ents as appropriate), when choosing future 
coursework;’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesignated), 
by inserting ‘‘and how the eligible agency will 
distribute information identifying eligible recipi-
ents that offer elements of the model sequences 
of courses’’ before the semicolon; 

(iii) by amending subparagraph (C) (as so re-
designated) to read as follows: 

‘‘(C) the criteria that will be used by the eligi-
ble agency to evaluate and approve eligible re-
cipients for funds under this title, including cri-
teria to assess the extent to which the local plan 
will promote continuous and substantial im-
provement in academic achievement and tech-
nical skill attainment;’’; 

(iv) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesig-
nated)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘, both academically and 
technically,’’ after ‘‘students’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting ‘‘, and 
how participating students will be made aware 
of such opportunities;’’; 

(v) in subparagraph (E) (as so redesignated), 
by inserting ‘‘aligned with rigorous and chal-
lenging academic content’’ before the semicolon; 
and 

(vi) by inserting after subparagraph (E) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(F) the process through which the eligible 
agency will develop the secondary or postsec-
ondary elements of the model sequences of 
courses described in subparagraph (A); 
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‘‘(G) the role that any eligible recipients suc-

cessfully implementing the activities described in 
section 135(b)(3) will play in assisting other eli-
gible recipients in establishing agreements and 
plans for coordinating the offering of model se-
quences of courses to students at both the sec-
ondary and postsecondary levels; 

‘‘(H) how funds will be used effectively to link 
secondary and postsecondary academic and vo-
cational and technical education in a manner 
that increases student academic and vocational 
and technical achievement; and 

‘‘(I) how the eligible agency will report the in-
tegration of rigorous and challenging academics 
in vocational and technical education programs 
in order to adequately evaluate the quality of 
such integration;’’; 

(B) by amending paragraph (2) to read as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(2) describes how comprehensive professional 
development (including initial teacher prepara-
tion and activities that support recruitment) for 
vocational and technical, academic, guidance, 
and administrative personnel will be provided, 
especially professional development that— 

‘‘(A) promotes the integration of rigorous and 
challenging academic and vocational and tech-
nical education curriculum development; 

‘‘(B) increases the percentage of teachers that 
meet teacher certification or licensing require-
ments; 

‘‘(C) increases the academic and industry 
knowledge of vocational and technical edu-
cation teachers; and 

‘‘(D) encourages applied learning that con-
tributes to the academic and vocational and 
technical knowledge of the student;’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘academic 
and vocational and technical’’ after ‘‘parents,’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5)(A)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘(especially as pertaining to 

math, science, and technology)’’ after ‘‘aca-
demic and technical skills’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘core academic, and vocational 
and technical, subjects’’ and inserting ‘‘core 
academic subjects (as defined in section 9101(11) 
of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801(11))), and vocational and 
technical subjects’’; 

(E) in paragraph (11), by inserting ‘‘and tech-
nology’’ after ‘‘equipment’’; 

(F) by striking paragraph (19) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (12) through (18) as para-
graphs (13) through (19), respectively; 

(G) by inserting after paragraph (11) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(12) describes how the eligible agency will 
ensure that any entity in the State that pur-
chases equipment with funds under this Act will 
dispose of that equipment in such a manner as 
to ensure that any personally identifiable infor-
mation contained in that equipment will be to-
tally destroyed prior to, or as part of, the dis-
position;’’; 

(H) in paragraph (18) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘training and employment’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘fields’’; and 

(I) by redesignating paragraphs (20) and (21) 
as paragraphs (22) and (23), respectively, and 
inserting after paragraph (19) (as so redesig-
nated) the following: 

‘‘(20) describes how the eligible agency will 
award grants, on a competitive basis or on the 
basis of a formula determined by the eligible 
agency, using funds described in section 112 (a) 
(1) for activities described in section 135(b)(3); 

‘‘(21) describes how the eligible agency will 
carry out measurable, sustainable, and coordi-
nated tech-prep activities in the State (as de-
scribed in section 135(b)(3)), with funds allo-
cated under section 112(a), that are developed in 
consultation with the entities described in sub-
section (b)(1) and that effectively prepare stu-
dents for post-secondary education or employ-
ment in high-demand occupations through a 
seamless program of study consisting of appro-
priate advanced academic and technical courses 
that include a minimum of 2 years of secondary 

school preceding graduation and a minimum of 
2 years of higher education or an apprenticeship 
program of at least 2 years following secondary 
instruction;’’; and 

(4) by striking subsections (d) and (f) and re-
designating subsection (e) as subsection (d). 
SEC. 13. IMPROVEMENT PLANS. 

Section 123 (20 U.S.C. 2343) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 123. IMPROVEMENT PLANS. 

‘‘(a) STATE PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) PLAN.—If a State fails to meet the agreed 

upon State adjusted levels of performance re-
quired under section 113(b)(3), the eligible agen-
cy shall develop and implement a program im-
provement plan (with special consideration to 
performance gaps identified under section 
113(c)(2)) in consultation with the appropriate 
agencies, individuals, and organizations for the 
first program year succeeding the program year 
in which the eligible agency failed to meet the 
State adjusted levels of performance, in order to 
avoid a sanction under paragraph (3). 

‘‘(2) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—If the Secretary 
determines that an eligible agency is not prop-
erly implementing the eligible agency’s respon-
sibilities under section 122, or is not making sub-
stantial progress in meeting the purposes of this 
Act, based on the State’s adjusted levels of per-
formance, the Secretary shall work with the eli-
gible agency to implement improvement activi-
ties consistent with the requirements of this Act. 

‘‘(3) SUBSEQUENT ACTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If an eligible agency fails 

to meet the State adjusted levels of performance 
and the purposes of this Act, has not imple-
mented an improvement plan as described in 
paragraph (1), has shown no improvement with-
in 1 year after implementing an improvement 
plan as described in paragraph (1), or has failed 
to meet the State adjusted levels of performance 
and the purposes of this Act for 2 or more con-
secutive years, the Secretary may, after notice 
and opportunity for a hearing, withhold from 
the eligible agency all, or a portion of, the eligi-
ble agency’s allotment under this title. 

‘‘(B) WAIVER FOR EXCEPTIONAL CIR-
CUMSTANCES.—The Secretary may waive the 
sanction in subparagraph (A) due to exceptional 
or uncontrollable circumstances, such as a nat-
ural disaster or a precipitous and unforeseen de-
cline in the financial resources of the State. 

‘‘(4) FUNDS RESULTING FROM REDUCED ALLOT-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
funds withheld under paragraph (3) for a State 
served by an eligible agency, to provide 
(through alternative arrangements) services and 
activities within the State to meet the purposes 
of this Act. 

‘‘(B) REDISTRIBUTION.—If the Secretary can-
not satisfactorily use funds withheld under 
paragraph (3), then the amount of funds re-
tained by the Secretary as a result of a reduc-
tion in an allotment made under paragraph (3) 
shall be redistributed to other eligible agencies 
in accordance with section 111. 

‘‘(b) LOCAL PROGRAM IMPROVEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) LOCAL EVALUATION.—Each eligible agen-

cy shall evaluate annually, using the local ad-
justed levels of performance described in section 
113(b)(4), the vocational and technical edu-
cation activities of each eligible recipient receiv-
ing funds under this title. 

‘‘(2) PLAN.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If, after reviewing the 

evaluation, the eligible agency determines that 
an eligible recipient is not making substantial 
progress in achieving the local adjusted levels of 
performance, or that an eligible recipient dem-
onstrates under section 113(b)(4)(C) persistent or 
a widening of performance gaps between mul-
tiple categories of students served by the eligible 
recipient in comparison to all students in the 
State served under the Act, the eligible agency 
shall— 

‘‘(i) conduct an assessment of the educational 
needs that the eligible recipient shall address to 
overcome local performance deficiencies; 

‘‘(ii) enter into an improvement plan agree-
ment with an eligible recipient based on the re-
sults of the assessment, for the first program 
year succeeding the program year in which the 
eligible recipient failed to meet the local ad-
justed levels of performance, which plan shall 
demonstrate how the local performance defi-
ciencies will be corrected and include strategies 
for professional development and instructional 
and other programmatic innovations of dem-
onstrated effectiveness, giving special consider-
ation to performance gaps identified under sec-
tion 113(b)(4)(C); and 

‘‘(iii) conduct regular evaluations of the 
progress being made toward reaching the local 
adjusted levels of performance as described in 
section 113(b)(4) and progress on implementing 
the improvement plan. 

‘‘(B) CONSULTATION.—The eligible agency 
shall conduct the activities described in para-
graph (2) in consultation with teachers, parents, 
other school staff, appropriate agencies, and 
other appropriate individuals and organiza-
tions. 

‘‘(3) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—If the eligible 
agency determines that an eligible recipient is 
not properly implementing the eligible recipi-
ent’s responsibilities under section 134, or is not 
making substantial progress in meeting the pur-
pose of this Act, based on the local adjusted lev-
els of performance, the eligible agency shall pro-
vide technical assistance to the eligible recipient 
to assist such recipient in carrying out the im-
provement activities consistent with the require-
ments of this Act. 

‘‘(4) SUBSEQUENT ACTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If an eligible recipient fails 

to meet the local adjusted levels of performance 
as described in section 113(b)(4) and the pur-
poses of this Act, has not implemented an im-
provement plan as described in paragraph (2), 
has shown no improvement within 1 year after 
implementing an improvement plan as described 
in paragraph (2), or has failed to meet the local 
adjusted levels of performance and the purposes 
of this Act for 2 or more consecutive years, the 
eligible agency may, after notice and oppor-
tunity for a hearing, withhold from the eligible 
recipient all, or a portion of, the eligible recipi-
ent’s allotment under this title. 

‘‘(B) WAIVER FOR EXCEPTIONAL CIR-
CUMSTANCES.—The eligible agency may waive 
the sanction under this paragraph due to excep-
tional or uncontrollable circumstances such as a 
natural disaster or a precipitous and unforeseen 
decline in the financial resources of the State. 

‘‘(5) FUNDS RESULTING FROM REDUCED ALLOT-
MENTS.—The eligible agency shall use funds 
withheld under paragraph (4) to continue to 
provide (through alternative arrangements) 
services and activities in the area served by such 
recipient to meet the purpose of this Act.’’. 
SEC. 14. STATE LEADERSHIP ACTIVITIES. 

Section 124 (20 U.S.C. 2344) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘learning’’ 

and inserting ‘‘education’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, and the required math and 

science education,’’ after ‘‘use of technology in 
vocational and technical education’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘(including the math and 

science knowledge that provides a strong basis 
for such skills)’’ after ‘‘technical skills’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘and telecommunications 
field’’ and inserting ‘‘fields, including nontradi-
tional fields’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘at the secondary and postsec-

ondary levels’’ after ‘‘academic, guidance, and 
administrative personnel’’; 

(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (D) as subparagraphs (C) through (F), 
respectively, and inserting before such subpara-
graphs (as so redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(A) will provide inservice and preservice 
training for vocational and technical education 
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teachers in the integration and use of rigorous 
and challenging academics with vocational and 
technical subjects; 

‘‘(B) are high quality, sustained, intensive, 
and classroom-focused in order to have a posi-
tive and lasting impact on classroom instruction 
and the teacher’s performance in the classroom, 
and are not 1-day or short-term workshops or 
conferences;’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesig-
nated)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘scientifically based’’ after 
‘‘based on’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting a semi-
colon; 

(iv) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘assist students in meeting’’ and in-
serting ‘‘improve student achievement in order 
to meet’’; and 

(v) by amending subparagraph (E) (as so re-
designated) to read as follows: 

‘‘(E) will support education programs for 
teachers of vocational and technical education 
in public schools and other public school per-
sonnel who are involved in the direct delivery of 
educational services to vocational and technical 
education students to ensure that teachers and 
personnel— 

‘‘(i) stay current with the needs, expectations, 
and methods of industry; 

‘‘(ii) meet teacher certification or licensing re-
quirements, especially in core academic subjects 
as defined in section 9101(11) of the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801(11)); 

‘‘(iii) effectively develop integrated rigorous 
and challenging academic and vocational and 
technical education curriculum; 

‘‘(iv) develop a high level of academic and in-
dustry knowledge and skills necessary to pro-
vide effective instruction in vocational and tech-
nical education; and 

‘‘(v) effectively use applied learning that con-
tributes to the academic and vocational and 
technical knowledge of the student; and’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘integration 
of academics’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘core academic,’’ and inserting ‘‘provision of 
rigorous and challenging academics that are in-
tegrated with vocational and technical edu-
cation to ensure achievement in the core aca-
demic subjects (as defined in section 9101(11) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801(11))),’’; 

(E) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘training 
and employment’’ and inserting ‘‘fields’’; 

(F) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘and com-
plete a model sequence of courses, as described 
in section 122(c)(1)(A)’’ after ‘‘technical skills’’; 

(G) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(H) in paragraph (8), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(I) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(9) technical assistance for eligible recipi-
ents.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1), and redesig-

nating paragraphs (2) through (10) as para-
graphs (1) through (9), respectively, and para-
graphs (11) and (12) as paragraphs (12) and (13), 
respectively; 

(B) in paragraph (9) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘that prepare individuals academi-
cally and technically for current and emerging 
occupations in demand’’ after ‘‘education 
courses’’; and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as so re-
designated) the following: 

‘‘(10) awarding incentive grants to eligible re-
cipients for exemplary performance in carrying 
out programs under this Act, which awards 
shall be based on— 

‘‘(A) eligible recipients exceeding challenging 
performance measures established under section 
113(b) in a manner that reflects sustained or sig-
nificant improvement; 

‘‘(B) eligible recipients effectively developing 
connections between secondary education and 
postsecondary education and training; 

‘‘(C) the adoption and integration of rigorous 
and challenging academic and technical 
coursework; 

‘‘(D) an eligible recipient’s progress in having 
special populations participating in vocational 
and technical education programs meet local ad-
justed levels of performance; or 

‘‘(E) other factors relating to the performance 
of the eligible recipient under this Act as the eli-
gible agency determines are appropriate; 

‘‘(11) providing for activities to support entre-
preneurship education and training;’’. 
SEC. 15. DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS TO SEC-

ONDARY SCHOOL PROGRAMS. 
Section 131 (20 U.S.C. 2351) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsection (a) and redesig-

nating subsections (b) through (i) as subsections 
(a) through (h), respectively; 

(2) in subsection (a) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘Special’’ and ‘‘for Succeeding Fiscal Years’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘for fiscal year 2000 and suc-
ceeding fiscal years’’; and 

(3) in subsection (b) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ and inserting 

‘‘subsection (a)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 9902(2))’’ and in-

serting ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 9902(2)))’’. 
SEC. 16. ELIMINATION OF REDISTRIBUTION 

RULE. 
Section 133 (20 U.S.C. 2353) is amended by 

striking subsection (b) and redesignating sub-
sections (c) and (d) as subsections (b) and (c), 
respectively. 
SEC. 17. LOCAL PLAN FOR VOCATIONAL AND 

TECHNICAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 
Section 134(b) (20 U.S.C. 2354(b)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and local’’ 

after ‘‘State’’; 
(2) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 

through (C) as subparagraphs (B) through (D), 
respectively, and inserting before such subpara-
graphs the following: 

‘‘(A) offer the appropriate courses of at least 
one of the model sequences of courses described 
in section 124(c)(1), as appropriate to the eligible 
recipient responsible for that element of the se-
quence;’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesig-
nated)— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘rigorous and challenging’’ 
after ‘‘integration of’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘subjects (as defined by sec-
tion 9101(11) of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801(11)))’’ 
after ‘‘core academic’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesignated), 
by inserting ‘‘rigorous and’’ after ‘‘taught to the 
same’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (4) through 
(10) as paragraphs (5) through (11), respectively, 
and inserting after paragraph (3) the following: 

‘‘(4) describe how comprehensive professional 
development (including initial teacher prepara-
tion) for vocational and technical, academic, 
guidance, and administrative personnel will be 
provided that promotes the integration of rig-
orous and challenging academic and technical 
education (including curriculum develop-
ment);’’; 

(4) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘academic and vocational 

and technical’’ after ‘‘students,’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘(including the eligible recipi-

ents that offer elements of the model sequence of 
courses)’’ after ‘‘such individuals and entities’’; 
and 

(5) in paragraph (8) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 

and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

‘‘(C) will provide activities to prepare special 
populations, including single parents and dis-
placed homemakers, for high skill, high wage 
occupations that will lead to self-sufficiency;’’. 
SEC. 18. LOCAL USE OF FUNDS. 

Section 135 (20 U.S.C. 2355) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘to ensure 

learning in the core academic’’ and inserting 
‘‘as established in the State-developed model se-
quences of courses described in section 
122(c)(1)(A) to ensure learning in the core aca-
demic subjects (as defined by section 9101(11) of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801(11)))’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (8); 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (2) through 

(7) as paragraphs (4) through (9), respectively, 
and inserting after paragraph (1) the following: 

‘‘(2) link secondary vocational and technical 
education and postsecondary vocational and 
technical education, including offering model 
sequences of courses and implementing tech- 
prep programs consistent with the activities de-
scribed in paragraph (3); 

‘‘(3) support tech-prep programs (if the eligible 
recipient receives the funds from the eligible 
agency under section 112(a)(1)) that— 

‘‘(A) are carried out under an articulation 
agreement between the participants in a consor-
tium, which shall include— 

‘‘(i) a local educational agency, an inter-
mediate educational agency or area vocational 
and technical education school serving sec-
ondary school students, or a secondary school 
funded by the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and 

‘‘(ii)(I) a nonprofit institution of higher edu-
cation that offers— 

‘‘(aa) a 2- or 4-year degree program, or a 2- 
year certificate program, and is qualified as an 
institution of higher education pursuant to sec-
tion 102 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1002) (except those institutions described 
in section 102(a)(1)(C) of such Act), including 
an institution receiving assistance under the 
Tribally Controlled College or University Assist-
ance Act of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.) and a 
tribally controlled postsecondary vocational and 
technical institution; or 

‘‘(bb) a 2-year apprenticeship program that 
follows secondary instruction, if such nonprofit 
institution of higher education is not prohibited 
from receiving assistance under part B of title 
IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 
U.S.C. 1071 et seq.) pursuant to the provisions of 
section 435(a)(3) of such Act (20 U.S.C. 1083(a)); 
or 

‘‘(II) a proprietary institution of higher edu-
cation that offers a 2-year associate degree pro-
gram and is qualified as an institution of higher 
education pursuant to section 102 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002), if such 
proprietary institution of higher education is 
not subject to a default management plan re-
quired by the Secretary, 

and may include nonprofit organizations that 
provide eligible recipients with technology and 
programs to enhance math and science skills, 
employers, and labor organizations; 

‘‘(B) consist of a minimum of 2 years of sec-
ondary school preceding graduation and a min-
imum of 2 years of higher education, or an ap-
prenticeship program of at least 2 years, fol-
lowing secondary instruction; 

‘‘(C) meet academic standards developed by 
the State, including standards developed under 
section 1111 of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6311) for sec-
ondary students, and support proficiency in 
mathematics, science, reading, writing, commu-
nications, and technologies; 

‘‘(D) are comprised of model sequences of 
courses that integrate rigorous and challenging 
academics and vocational and technical edu-
cation; 
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‘‘(E) provide technical preparation in a career 

field such as engineering technology; applied 
science; a mechanical, industrial, or practical 
art or trade; agriculture; health occupations; 
business; applied economics; advanced manufac-
turing; or other high-skill, high-wage, high-de-
mand occupations as determined by the State; 

‘‘(F) use, if appropriate and available, work- 
based or worksite learning in conjunction with 
academic and vocational and technical edu-
cation; 

‘‘(G) use educational technology and distance 
learning, as appropriate, to involve all the con-
sortium partners more fully in the development 
and operation of programs; 

‘‘(H) facilitate and promote close working re-
lationships among eligible recipients to ensure 
that programs within a geographic area are 
closely integrated with tech-prep program ac-
tivities; 

‘‘(I) are sustainable and use performance indi-
cator data, described in section 113, to inform 
program quality; 

‘‘(J) include academic and career counseling 
for participants that provides information to 
students (and parents, as appropriate) regard-
ing tech-prep programs and supports student 
progress in completing tech-prep programs; 

‘‘(K) include in-service training for teachers 
that— 

‘‘(i) provides for joint training for teachers in 
tech-prep programs; and 

‘‘(ii) is designed to ensure that teachers and 
administrators stay current with the needs, ex-
pectations, and methods of business and all as-
pects of an industry; and 

‘‘(L) provide students with transferable credit 
between the consortium members, as described in 
subparagraph (A), and may include programs 
that allow secondary programs to be co-located 
on postsecondary campuses;’’; 

(D) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, and the related math and 

science education’’ after ‘‘use of technology in 
vocational and technical education’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘(including the math and 

science knowledge that provides a strong basis 
for such skills)’’ after ‘‘technical skills’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘and telecommunications 
field’’ and inserting ‘‘fields’’; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘work’’ and inserting ‘‘collabo-

rate’’; and 
(II) by inserting ‘‘that improve the math and 

science knowledge of students’’ after ‘‘men-
toring programs’’; 

(E) in paragraph (6) (as so redesignated)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘teachers,’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-

ondary and postsecondary teachers, instruc-
tors,’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘in effec-
tive teaching skills based on research’’ and in-
serting ‘‘in effective integration of rigorous and 
challenging academic and vocational and tech-
nical education, in effective teaching skills 
based on scientifically based research’’; and 

(F) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as so re-
designated) the following: 

‘‘(10) provide activities to prepare special pop-
ulations, including single parents and displaced 
homemakers, for high skill, high wage occupa-
tions that will lead to self sufficiency.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, regarding 

the range of postsecondary options available, 
including for adult students who are changing 
careers or updating skills’’ before the semicolon; 

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘, including 
the establishment and operation of special ar-
rangements with industry partners that allow 
qualified industry professionals to serve as fac-
ulty in postsecondary programs’’ before the 
semicolon; 

(C) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘aides’’ and 
inserting ‘‘aids and publications’’; 

(D) in paragraph (9), by inserting ‘‘that ad-
dress the integration of academic and vocational 

and technical education and’’ after ‘‘teacher 
preparation programs’’; 

(E) by redesignating paragraphs (10) through 
(14) as paragraphs (12) through (16), and para-
graph (15) as paragraph (19), respectively, and 
inserting after paragraph (9) the following: 

‘‘(10) to develop and expand postsecondary 
program offerings that are accessible by stu-
dents, including the use of distance education; 

‘‘(11) to provide activities to support entrepre-
neurship education and training;’’; 

(F) in paragraph (12) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘, including development of new pro-
posed model sequences of courses for consider-
ation by the eligible agency and courses that 
prepare individuals academically and tech-
nically for current and emerging occupations 
that are in demand, and dual enrollment oppor-
tunities by which secondary vocational and 
technical education students could obtain post-
secondary credit to count towards an associate 
or baccalaureate degree’’ before the semicolon; 

(G) by amending paragraph (16) (as so redes-
ignated) to read as follows: 

‘‘(16) to support training in nontraditional 
fields;’’; and 

(H) by inserting after paragraph (16) (as so re-
designated) the following: 

‘‘(17) to provide accurate information relating 
to the availability of supportive services avail-
able in an area served by the eligible recipient, 
and referral to such services, as appropriate; 

‘‘(18) to support the activities described in 
subsection (b)(3); and’’. 
SEC. 19. REPEAL OF TECH-PREP EDUCATION ACT. 

Title II (20 U.S.C. 2071 et seq.) is repealed. 
SEC. 20. GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

(a) REDESIGNATION OF TITLE III.— 
(1) REDESIGNATION.—Title III (20 U.S.C. 2391 

et seq.) is amended— 
(A) by striking section 318; 
(B) by redesignating such title as title II of 

such Act; and 
(C) by redesignating sections 311 through 317 

as section 211 through 217 and sections 321 
through 325 as sections 221 through 225, respec-
tively. 

(2) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents in section 1(b) is amended— 

(A) by striking the items relating to title III; 
and 

(B) by amending the items relating to title II 
to read as follows: 

‘‘TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
‘‘PART A—FEDERAL ADMINISTRATIVE 

PROVISIONS 
‘‘Sec. 211. Fiscal requirements. 
‘‘Sec. 212. Authority to make payments. 
‘‘Sec. 213. Construction. 
‘‘Sec 214. Voluntary selection and participation. 
‘‘Sec. 215. Limitation for certain students. 
‘‘Sec. 216. Federal laws guaranteeing civil 

rights. 
‘‘Sec. 217. Participation of private school chil-

dren and personnel. 
‘‘PART B—STATE ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

‘‘Sec. 221. Joint funding. 
‘‘Sec. 222. Prohibition on use of funds to induce 

out-of-State relocation of busi-
nesses. 

‘‘Sec. 223. State administrative costs. 
‘‘Sec. 224. Limitation on Federal regulations. 
‘‘Sec. 225. Student assistance and other Federal 

programs.’’. 
(b) FISCAL REQUIREMENTS.—Section 211(b) (20 

U.S.C. 2391(b)) (as so redesignated) is amended 
by inserting after paragraph (2) the following: 

‘‘(3) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘preceding fiscal year’ means 
the Federal fiscal year or the 12-month fiscal pe-
riod used by a State for official reporting pur-
poses, prior to the beginning of the Federal fis-
cal year in which funds are available for obliga-
tion by the Secretary.’’. 

(c) PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE SCHOOL CHIL-
DREN AND PERSONNEL.—Section 217 (as so redes-
ignated) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘SEC. 217. PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE SCHOOL 
CHILDREN AND PERSONNEL. 

‘‘(a) PARTICIPATION ON EQUITABLE BASIS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To the extent consistent 

with the number of children in the school dis-
trict of a local educational agency that is eligi-
ble to receive funds under this Act, or that 
serves the area in which a program assisted 
under this Act is located, who are enrolled in 
private nonprofit elementary schools and sec-
ondary schools, or, with respect to instructional 
or personnel training programs funded by an el-
igible agency, the local educational agency, 
after consultation with appropriate private 
school officials— 

‘‘(A) shall provide, on an equitable basis and 
as may be necessary, for the benefit of such 
children in such schools, secular, neutral, and 
nonideological services (or other benefits), mate-
rials, and equipment, including the participa-
tion of the teachers of such children (and other 
educational personnel serving such children) in 
training programs; or 

‘‘(B) if such services, materials, and equip-
ment are not feasible or necessary in one or 
more such private schools (as determined by the 
local educational agency after consultation with 
the appropriate private school officials), shall 
provide such other arrangements as will assure 
equitable participation of such children in the 
purposes and benefits of this Act. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION OF REQUIREMENTS.—The re-
quirements of this section relating to the partici-
pation of children, teachers, and other per-
sonnel serving such children shall apply to pro-
grams carried out under this Act by an eligible 
agency or local educational agency, whether di-
rectly or through grants to, or contracts with, 
other public or private agencies, institutions, or 
organizations. 

‘‘(b) EQUAL EXPENDITURES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Expenditures for programs 

under subsection (a) shall be equal (consistent 
with the number of children to be served) to ex-
penditures for programs under this Act for chil-
dren enrolled in the public schools of the local 
educational agency. 

‘‘(2) CONCENTRATED PROGRAMS.—When funds 
available to a local educational agency under 
this Act are used to concentrate programs on a 
particular group, attendance area, or grade or 
age level, the local educational agency shall, 
after consultation with the appropriate private 
school officials, assure the equitable participa-
tion in both the purposes and benefits of such 
programs for children enrolled in private schools 
who are included within the group, attendance 
area, or grade or age level selected for such con-
centration, taking into account the needs of the 
individual children and other factors that relate 
to the expenditures referred to in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) FUNDS, MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT.— 
‘‘(A) FUNDS.—The control of funds expended 

under this section shall be administered by a 
public agency. 

‘‘(B) MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT.—The title to 
materials and equipment provided under this 
section, shall remain with a public agency for 
the uses and purposes provided in this Act 

‘‘(2) PROVISION OF SERVICES.—Services pro-
vided under this Act shall be provided by em-
ployees of a public agency or through contract 
by such a public agency with a person, associa-
tion, agency, organization, institution or cor-
poration that, in the provision of such services, 
is independent of the private school and of any 
religious organizations, and such employment or 
contract shall be under the control and super-
vision of such a public agency. The funds uti-
lized under this section shall not be commingled 
with State or local funds. 

‘‘(3) TIMING AND CONTENT OF CONSULTATION.— 
The consultation required under this section 
shall include meetings of agency and private 
school officials and shall occur before the eligi-
ble agency and local educational agency makes 
any decision that affects the opportunities of el-
igible private school children to participate in 
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programs under this Act. Such meetings shall 
include a discussion of service delivery mecha-
nisms (including third party contractors) and 
shall continue throughout implementation and 
assessment of services under this Act. 

‘‘(d) WAIVER AND BYPASS PROCEDURES.— 
‘‘(1) STATE PROHIBITION.—If an eligible agen-

cy or local educational agency is prohibited, by 
reason of any provision of law, from providing 
for the participation in programs of children en-
rolled in private elementary schools and sec-
ondary schools as required by subsections (a) 
through (c), the Secretary shall waive such re-
quirements for the agency involved and shall ar-
range for the provision of services to such chil-
dren through arrangements that shall be subject 
to the requirements of this section. 

‘‘(2) FAILURE TO COMPLY.—If the Secretary 
determines that an eligible agency or a local 
educational agency has substantially failed, or 
is unwilling, to provide for the participation on 
an equitable basis of children enrolled in private 
elementary schools and secondary schools as re-
quired by subsections (a) through (c), the Sec-
retary may waive such requirements and shall 
arrange for the provision of services to such 
children through arrangements that shall be 
subject to the requirements of this section. 

‘‘(3) PAYMENT FROM STATE ALLOTMENT.— 
When the Secretary arranges for services under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall, after con-
sultation with the appropriate public school and 
private school officials, pay the cost of such 
services, including the administrative costs of 
arranging for those services, from the appro-
priate allotment of the eligible agency under 
this Act. 

‘‘(4) DURATION OF DETERMINATION.—Any de-
termination by the Secretary under this section 
shall continue in effect until the Secretary de-
termines that there will no longer be any failure 
or inability on the Act of the eligible agency or 
local educational agency to meet the require-
ments of subsections (a) through (c). 

‘‘(5) REVIEW OF DETERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary shall not take any final action under this 
section until the eligible agency and the local 
educational agency affected by such action 
have had an opportunity, for not less than 45 
days after receiving written notice thereof, to 
submit written objections and to appear before 
the Secretary or the Secretary’s designee to 
show cause why that action should not be 
taken. 

‘‘(e) WITHHOLDING OF ALLOTMENT OR ALLOCA-
TION.—Pending final resolution of any inves-
tigation or complaint that could result in a 
waiver under subsection (d)(1) or (d)(2), the Sec-
retary may withhold from the allotment or allo-
cation of the affected eligible agency or local 
educational agency the amount estimated by the 
Secretary to be necessary to pay the cost of serv-
ices to be provided by the Secretary under such 
subsection. 

‘‘(f) PRIOR DETERMINATION.—Any bypass de-
termination by the Secretary under Title I or 
Title IX of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 shall, to the extent consistent 
with the purposes of this Act, apply to programs 
under this Act until such determinations termi-
nate or expire.’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. No amend-
ment to the committee amendment is 
in order except those printed in House 
Report 109–69. Each amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 1 printed in House Report 
109–69. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. CASTLE 
Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. CASTLE: 
Page 10, line 23, strike ‘‘not less than the 

amount allotted’’ and insert ‘‘an amount 
equal to the amount allotted’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 254, the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 71⁄2 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE). 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Before discussing the amendment, I, 
too, would like to thank all the staff 
who worked on this. We sit here and we 
say nice things about these bills, and I 
think that the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY) and I and others 
in the room who have worked on these 
bills know that without our staffs they 
simply would not be done in the same 
detail, the same execution. But all 
those on the committee who the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Chairman BOEHNER) 
referred to I particularly thank. They 
do a great job on our Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. I am 
very grateful to them and to my staff 
who helped with this as well. It is the 
reason we get legislation, I think, that 
we can all pretty much agree to on the 
floor of the House of Representatives. 

My amendment before us, Mr. Chair-
man, is very simple. It would make an 
important clarification to the under-
lying bill. As we have heard, H.R. 366 
consolidates the funding streams of 
Tech-Prep and the basic State grant, 
but still requires States to fund Tech- 
Prep activities. I have worked with my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
to draft this amendment that will clar-
ify our intent. This amendment simply 
explains that Tech-Prep activities are 
held harmless to the amount that was 
appropriated to the Tech-Prep program 
in fiscal year 2005. 

Evidence suggests that under current 
law, the Tech-Prep program has not 
worked as anticipated and designed. 
The intent of the program is for high 
schools and postsecondary institutions 
to draft agreements that allow for a 
nonduplicative, seamless transition for 
students. 

The rationale behind consolidating 
the programs was to streamline the 
funding stream. We can all agree that 
Tech-Prep is an important component 
of technical and vocational education, 
which is what this amendment is in-
tended to clarify by ensuring Tech- 
Prep activities are still funded. In 
order to prohibit the inadequacies of 
the past, H.R. 366 incorporates program 
improvements to ensure that Tech- 
Prep activities will include credit 
transfer agreements, ensuring that sec-
ondary vocational and technical edu-
cation students can move easily into 

postsecondary education, a necessary 
exercise for those students who decide 
to go on to some form of postsecondary 
education or training. 

I urge my colleagues to support my 
simple and technical amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to clearly not oppose this amendment, 
and I claim the time in opposition, and 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I would echo what the gentleman 
on the other side of the aisle have said 
about our good and wonderful staffs. I 
do not know what we would do without 
them, and I thank them very much, 
our wonderful staff and the Republican 
staff. 

I want to thank, again, the chairman 
of my subcommittee, the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE), for let-
ting me work with him in a bipartisan 
way on this bill and for offering this 
amendment. As I noted in my opening 
statement, I do not think that merging 
Tech-Prep programs into the basic 
State grant is good policy, and I would 
prefer that this amendment allow pro-
portional increases for Tech-Prep fund-
ing as overall funding increases, be-
cause as things get more expensive, it 
is pretty hard to flat fund. But I hope 
we will address this as the bill moves 
forward. 

I need to say, though, that I appre-
ciate the commitment of the gen-
tleman from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) to 
hold Tech-Prep funding harmless at the 
fiscal year 2005 level, and I do agree 
with his amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. KIND). 

(Mr. KIND asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KIND. Mr. Chairman, I thank the 
gentlewoman for yielding me this time. 

I too want to commend everyone on 
the committee and the staff in regards 
to the bipartisan process of bringing 
the vocational education bill to the 
floor for reauthorization. I think it is 
pretty self-evident that those of us who 
do have career and tech colleges in our 
district understand the true value that 
they bring in preparing the workforce 
for the future, and the incredible in-
volvement that they have in our com-
munity, the leadership that they pro-
vide, the economic development and 
spin-off opportunities that arise from 
them. 

Just one example: we had before the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce a little bit earlier this year 
President Bill Ihlenfeldt, who is presi-
dent of the Chippewa Valley Tech Col-
lege in my congressional district in 
western Wisconsin. They have just 
launched and broken ground on a new 
nanotechnology center that they are 
moving forward on, clearly trying to 
advance the skills of our workers in 
the region on what could be the next 
‘‘new’’ thing in regards to economic op-
portunities, job creation, cutting-edge 
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science and engineering, and techno-
logical discoveries in this new 
nanotechnology center. 

Every bill, as the chairman of the 
committee expressed, may not be a 
perfect bill; but this one is good. It 
could be better. This amendment 
makes it a little bit better, and I com-
mend my colleague and friend from 
Delaware for offering the amendment 
to clarify the language that at least for 
the next fiscal year we will be looking 
at level funding for the Tech-Prep pro-
gram. 

During markup of the legislation in 
committee, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. TIERNEY) and I offered an 
amendment that would have restored 
and kept in tact the separate identity 
as well as the separate funding stream 
for the Tech-Prep program. We were 
not doing this just willy-nilly in sup-
port of the status quo, but we were 
doing it in response to those who have 
worked with the Tech-Prep program, 
the feedback that we were getting from 
outside organizations, and the leader-
ship of the tech education system in 
the country, about the importance of 
maintaining Tech-Prep as a separate, 
distinct identity with a separate fund-
ing stream, which the Senate bill rec-
ognizes and is moving forward on. 

They fear, as I do and others who 
supported the amendment in com-
mittee, that by removing it as a sepa-
rate entity, by merging it into the gen-
eral grant program, we are going to 
lose focus, lose attention, lose incen-
tives for these programs to continue to 
function in the highly successful man-
ner in which they have. I think, hope-
fully, we will have a chance to come 
back and address that issue in con-
ference once the Senate completes 
their work. 

But I would encourage my colleagues 
to support this amendment. I would en-
courage them to support the under-
lying bill. I think it is an important in-
vestment in regards to maintaining our 
ability to be creative and innovative as 
a society. Right now, we are just leav-
ing too many students behind. There 
was a recent report submitted to Con-
gress that showed that because of tui-
tion increases and fees, with the cut-
backs in financial aid programs at the 
Federal and State level, with the erod-
ing value of the Pell grant, that 48 per-
cent of low-income students are not 
going on to postsecondary education 
opportunities, whether it is a career or 
technical college, whether it is a 4-year 
college or university. In short, we are 
leaving too many students behind at 
the exact time when we cannot afford 
to leave anyone behind. 

Just a few weeks ago, under the lead-
ership of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Chairman MCKEON), some of us 
on the Education Committee had a 
chance to do an education tour of 
China. China is getting it. China is try-
ing to propel themselves into the mod-
ern economy of the 21st century. This 
whole globalization that is going on 
and the trade debates that we have is 

not so much a race to the bottom with 
weak labor and environmental stand-
ards as it is a race to the top. And 
China is a country, having just come 
from there, that is not content at just 
being good at copying what we make 
and mass producing it. They want to be 
good at the cutting-edge research of 
technology and science and medicine, 
and they are making major invest-
ments in their education infrastructure 
today that we have never seen before. 

They are graduating eight times the 
number of engineers that we are in our 
own country. Unless we are willing to 
accept a fate which may lead us to a 
less competitive position with coun-
tries like China and India that are 
making this conversion in regards to 
their education system, we need to rec-
ognize the value of a vocational and 
technical education system, the reau-
thorization of this bill, the higher edu-
cation bill, which we will hopefully 
have an opportunity to bring up later 
in the year; and offer a new New Deal 
for the American people, for the work-
ers and the students and our children 
by holding out hope and a promise that 
they will be able to develop the skills 
and the qualities that they need to sur-
vive and to succeed in what is a very 
integrated, competitive playing field 
throughout the world today. 

This, I think, is an important and 
significant step to making that invest-
ment. Hopefully, through the work the 
Senate and the conference committee 
later this year will do, we will be able 
to improve some of the provisions in 
this bill to make it even better. But 
this amendment is worthy of support, 
the bill is worthy of bipartisan support, 
so that we can at least be moving in 
the right direction in regards to the 
global competition that we are all fac-
ing, but especially the students who 
are in the audience here today and the 
rest of our children, so that they know 
that they are going to have the ability 
to compete in a global marketplace. 

Again, I commend the leadership on 
the committee for the work done on 
this bill, and I encourage support of the 
amendment and the underlying legisla-
tion. 

b 1300 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
the support of the amendment by ev-
erybody. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider amendment No. 2 
printed in House Report 109–69. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. WU 
Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. WU: 
Page 56, line 15, strike ‘‘paragraphs (12) 

through (13), respectively’’ and insert ‘‘para-
graphs (13) and (14), respectively’’. 

Page 57, line 21, strike the quotation mark 
and period and insert: 

‘‘(12) support for initiatives to facilitate 
the transition of sub-baccalaureate career 
and technical education students into bacca-
laureate degree programs, including— 

‘‘(A) statewide articulation agreements be-
tween sub-baccalaureate degree granting ca-
reer and technical postsecondary edu-
cational institutions and baccalaureate de-
gree granting post-secondary educational in-
stitutions; 

‘‘(B) postsecondary dual and concurrent 
enrollment program; 

‘‘(C) academic and financial aid counseling; 
and 

‘‘(D) other initiatives to— 
‘‘(i) encourage the pursuit of a bacca-

laureate degree; and 
‘‘(ii) overcome barriers to participation in 

baccalaureate degree programs, including ge-
ographic and other barriers affecting rural 
students and special populations;’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 254, the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. WU) and a Member 
opposed each will control 71⁄2 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. WU). 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard much 
about America and Americans losing 
our competitive edge. In math and 
science, our fourth graders are among 
the best in the world. But, by their sen-
ior year in high school, they score near 
the bottom among all industrialized 
nations. 

This problem is further exacerbated 
by the fact that only 68 percent of the 
young people who start high school as 
freshmen ultimately graduate. The rest 
drop out of high school at some time, 
and for minorities, the drop-out rate is 
considerably higher. 

Our college drop-out rate is one of 
the highest in the world. The United 
States has dropped from first to fifth in 
the percentage of young adults with a 
college degree. Singapore has displaced 
in United States as the top economy in 
information technology competitive-
ness, and the number of patents award-
ed to Americans is declining. 

Collectively, these are all indicators 
for concern about our global competi-
tiveness as a people, and as an econ-
omy. More than ever, we need rigorous, 
relevant career and technical edu-
cation programs to help students pre-
pare for post secondary education, and 
to address the shortage of highly 
skilled workers necessary to meet the 
demands of a contemporary workforce. 
A skilled and flexible workforce is es-
sential to building a strong and dy-
namic economy and to maintaining our 
country’s ability to compete in this in-
creasingly globalized economy. 

I am very pleased to support H.R. 366, 
the Vocational Technical Education 
Act for the Future, because it does this 
through the promotion of a rigorous 
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curriculum, innovative learning envi-
ronments, and relevant course work 
and training. 

However, as always, there is more to 
be done, and that is exactly what my 
amendment is aimed at. We must en-
sure that we do not leave career and 
technical education students behind a 
glass ceiling of lack of further training 
and education. We must encourage 
them to continue their training and 
education at a 4-year institution and 
hopefully continue on to a bacca-
laureate degree. 

By 2010, 80 percent of all jobs in this 
Nation will require secondary and post- 
secondary education and training, as a 
prerequisite for a job that supports a 
middle-class lifestyle. It is important 
that we do all we can to encourage ca-
reer and technical education students 
to continue their education and train-
ing at a college or university. 

My amendment would do just that. 
Specifically, it would allow States to 
use funds under this bill to facilitate 
the transition of vocational and career 
education students into baccalaureate 
degree programs. This permissible use 
of activities would include Statewide 
agreements between career and tech-
nical schools, and colleges and univer-
sities to facilitate transfers of stu-
dents, and to facilitate concurrent en-
rollment. 

It would permit dual and concurrent 
enrollment programs between career 
and technical schools and bacca-
laureate-granting institutions. It 
would encourage the joining of aca-
demic and financial aid counseling, and 
it would also encourage other initia-
tives for the pursuit of a baccalaureate 
degree, including overcoming geo-
graphic and special populations bar-
riers. 

This language is contained in the 
Senate version of this bill. And I urge 
my colleagues to support this common 
sense amendment to H.R. 366. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, while 
I do not object to the gentleman’s 
amendment, I would like to claim the 
time in opposition. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) will control the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I support the amend-

ment. Clearly those who take technical 
and vocational education programs 
ought to have the ability to take those 
credits and that time that they have 
invested in that program and be able to 
move on, if they choose, into, whether 
it is a 2-year school or a 4-year school. 

What we have seen in the past, many 
students who were in vocational 
schools, technical schools, and who 
may have then decided to change their 
minds, did not have the ability to move 
on to get that 2-year degree or to get 
that certificate they may be looking 
for, or even a 4-year degree. And I 

think that the articulation agreements 
that would be permissible under this 
bill, with the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WU’s) amendment, are growing 
from State to State. 

I know in Ohio, all of the State-spon-
sored schools now have an articulation 
agreement, a transfer of credit policy, 
as well, which I think will help facili-
tate students who want to continue 
their education at various schools. And 
I think the allowable use of funds in 
this amendment will, in fact, help stu-
dents all over the country, and I am 
pleased to support the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. WU’s) amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) 
the Chairman, and the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) the chairman of 
the subcommittee, for their hard work 
on this bipartisan piece of legislation, 
and recognize the leadership of the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. WOOL-
SEY) and for her hard work on this bill 
also. 

The intent of this amendment is ex-
actly as the chairman laid out. People 
develop further ambitions, and maybe 
perhaps change their goals in life, and 
we ought to make it as easy as possible 
for folks to pursue their dreams as 
broadly as they can. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself the balance of our time. 

Let me just thank the gentleman 
from Oregon (Mr. WU) for his amend-
ment and thank him for working with 
us on this language. It is similar lan-
guage to what is in the Senate bill. The 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. WU) is a 
valued member of our committee, and 
we have worked closely on a number of 
issues, and we are glad to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from Oregon (Mr. 
WU). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. It is now in 

order to consider Amendment No. 3 
printed in House Report 109–69. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. MILLENDER- 

MCDONALD 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk 

will designate the amendment. 
The text of the amendment is as fol-

lows: 
Amendment No. 3 offered by Ms. 

MILLENDER-MCDONALD: 
Page 68, line 17, strike ‘‘ paragraph (19)’’ 

and insert ‘‘paragraph (20)’’. 
Page 69, line 23, strike ‘‘and’.’’ and insert a 

semicolon. 
Page 69, after line 23, insert the following: 
‘‘(19) for programs that assist in the train-

ing of automotive technicians in diesel ret-
rofitting, hybrid, hydrogen, and alternative 
fuel automotive technologies; and’’. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 254, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. MILLENDER- 
MCDONALD) and a Member opposed 
each will control 71⁄2 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD). 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, today I am offering an 
amendment that establishes an auto-
motive technicians workers training 
program and makes eligible this par-
ticular program under the Vocational 
and Technology Education for the Fu-
ture Act, the use of funds for estab-
lishing curricula to train automotive 
technicians to work on hybrid, hydro-
gen and alternative fuel technologies 
for the new automobile fleets sold in 
the United States. 

This amendment speaks to the true 
intent of the Perkins Act. It will grad-
uate students into employable jobs 
that will have an immediate return on 
our educational system. Automotive 
technicians are in great demand. We 
need to educate the new generation of 
automotive workers so that they will 
be able to work on the new hybrid vehi-
cles that are fast becoming a dominant 
part of the automotive marketplace. 

The numbers speak for themselves, 
Mr. Chairman. In 2004, close to 90,000 
hybrid vehicles were sold in the United 
States. Since the hybrid vehicles debut 
in the American market in 1999, U.S. 
hybrid sales have doubled every year. 
An estimated 10 percent of the 2 mil-
lion mid-sized vehicles sold in 2006 will 
be hybrid vehicles. 

By 2007, it is estimated that over 
400,000 hybrid vehicles will be sold in 
the United States. The American pub-
lic is willing to invest in automobiles 
that incorporate environmentally 
sound technology. Whether consumers 
are motivated by environmental con-
cerns, such as the health of their chil-
dren, by rising fuel costs that causes 
further dependence on foreign oil, or by 
a combination of the two, the car deal-
erships are consistently selling out the 
hybrid vehicles. 

In order for this purchasing trend to 
continue, consumers need to be able to 
purchase hybrid automobiles with the 
knowledge that they are doing their 
part to help the environment along 
with the reassurance that they will be 
able to find high quality service. We 
need the work force to meet these new 
demands. 

Currently the average age of auto-
motive technicians is 50 years old. As 
the Department of Labor has projected, 
we will need almost 32,000 new auto-
motive technicians a year for the next 
several years to service these new vehi-
cles. Automotive technicians are high 
skilled, high wage and high demand. 

In my home State of California alone 
the need for new highly skilled techni-
cians will outpace supply by 42,750. The 
need for technicians is expected to in-
crease by 18 percent in the next year. 
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When this is added to an expected turn-
over rate of 34.5 percent, which is due 
to attrition, the true scope of edu-
cating new automotive technicians be-
come apparent. 

This is a much needed training pro-
gram, and a much needed amendment, 
and I ask my colleagues to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, while 
I am not opposed to the amendment, I 
would like to claim the time in opposi-
tion to it. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Without ob-
jection the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) will control the time. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the gen-

tlewoman’s amendment. I appreciate 
her willingness to work with us on her 
amendment, to put it in a form that we 
think is acceptable. And while these 
activities are clearly allowed under the 
bill, the specific training that is out-
lined here, I think is, in fact, needed 
not only in her State of California, but 
all across the country, as we look at a 
lot of high skilled jobs that are out 
there, but yet no one to fill them. 

And I think if you look at vocational 
and technical education in a broader 
sense is intended to help provide the 
type of skills necessary in today’s 
economy. We think the gentlewoman 
has a good amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank my colleague, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for offering 
this very important amendment. We 
hear a lot of talk, especially with every 
increasing gas prices of the need for al-
ternative automotive fuel tech-
nologies. 

And we need to do more, because we 
are not developing the technologies nor 
the talent to develop the technologies. 
In fact, several Congresses ago, then 
Secretary Reich encouraged us to take 
more interest in high-tech automotive 
job training, noting then of the severe 
shortage of workers for the industry, 
and because cars and trucks are not 
simply machines, simply machines at 
that, we have to have a workforce of 
technicians who understand what is 
needed, or else we will all be in really 
big trouble, not just personally, but 
economically as a country. 

b 1315 

This amendment would ensure that 
regardless of changes in fuel tech-
nology, we will have the workforce we 
need; and I encourage my colleagues to 
support it. 

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the chairman, the 

ranking member, and all of the sub-
committee chairs and ranking mem-
bers for their support for this very 
needed amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
CULBERSON). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. 
MILLENDER-MCDONALD). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. There being 

no further amendments, the question is 
on the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
FEENEY) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Acting Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 366) to amend the 
Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Tech-
nical Education Act of 1998 to strength-
en and improve programs under that 
Act, pursuant to House Resolution 254, 
he reported the bill back to the House 
with an amendment adopted by the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on the 
amendment to the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute 
adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole? If not, the question is on the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. GEORGE 

MILLER OF CALIFORNIA 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recom-
mit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I am, Mr. Speaker, in its present form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. George Miller of California moves to 

recommit the bill, H.R. 366, to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, 
with instructions to report the bill back to 
the House forthwith with the following 
amendment: 

Page 8, line 20, strike the closed quotation 
mark and following period and insert the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 
PROPAGANDA.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of this Act, no funds authorized 
under this Act may be used— 

‘‘(1) to pay journalists or media commenta-
tors, or any organization owned or con-
trolled by a journalist or media commen-
tator, for publicity or propaganda purposes 
related to this Act, or any services related to 
such publicity or propaganda; or 

‘‘(2) for the production of any television or 
radio news segment or program related to 
this Act unless the segment or program in-
cludes a clear notification to the audience 
that the segment or program was prepared or 
funded by the Federal government.’’. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion be considered as read and printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, as Members have heard, 
the purpose of this amendment is to 
make sure that no monies expended 
under this act will be used to pay for 
propaganda by members of the media. 

Specifically, my motion requires 
that the prepackaged news stories put 
together with Federal funds must be 
disclosed to viewers. This portion of 
the motion was offered as an amend-
ment to the supplemental by Senator 
BYRD and was passed 98 to 0. 

The motion also prohibits using pub-
lic funds to pay journalists or media 
commentators to promote the views of 
the agency, which directly addresses 
the Armstrong Williams propaganda fi-
asco. 

The Department of Education Inspec-
tor General recently issued a report 
that I requested that concludes that 
the Department squandered hundreds 
of thousands of taxpayer dollars in a 
contract with Ketchum Communica-
tions and a subcontract with media 
commentator Armstrong Williams. 

Specifically, the Inspector General 
found that Department officials in-
volved in the Armstrong Williams con-
tract made poor management deci-
sions, exercised poor judgment and 
oversight, and paid for work that did 
not reach its intended audience, and 
paid for work that the Department 
never received. The report notes that 
the covert editorial comments by Arm-
strong Williams in support of No Child 
Left Behind were specifically required 
by Department work orders, and con-
firmed by activity reports submitted 
by Mr. Williams. 

In my view, the Federal Government 
was defrauded out of hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars in this case. An even 
greater concern is this may not be an 
isolated case in the Department of 
Education. The Inspector General is 
preparing the release of a second report 
in coming weeks that will review a 
number of highly questionable activi-
ties regarding the use of propaganda by 
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the Department of Education officials. 
We must stop this act of the abuse of 
taxpayer funds. 

This motion to recommit is very sim-
ple. Members can vote for it and report 
the bill back to the House, and then we 
can pass the bill. It is a simple choice. 
Do we want to use education dollars for 
the education of our children, or do we 
want to use it for propaganda? This 
amendment says we shall not use it for 
propaganda; we shall not pay news 
commentators to engage in propaganda 
on behalf of the Department of Edu-
cation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, covert 
propaganda has no place in our democ-
racy. Today we encourage the forma-
tion of democracies in countries that 
have long suffered under the brutality 
of totalitarian regimes. 

America ought to set an example 
that the governments of democratic so-
cieties do not resort to propagandizing 
and misinformation campaigns with 
taxpayer dollars. That is exactly what 
this administration has been doing. 

The Education Department secretly 
paid conservative commentator Arm-
strong Williams $241,000 of taxpayer 
funds. The purpose? To promote the 
President’s No Child Left Behind edu-
cation law. 

The administration has also paid two 
other columnists. They produced fake 
news reports to promote the Presi-
dent’s controversial Medicare and mar-
riage initiatives. The GAO has found 
these video news releases violate exist-
ing law. 

The campaigns of misinformation 
share two things. They lead the public 
to believe that the conclusions are 
reached by independent voices when 
they are not. They advocate for a con-
troversial piece of the administration’s 
agenda that has failed to win public 
support. 

This is a dangerous precedent. Our 
government’s agenda should be able to 
stand on its own two feet. The Presi-
dent has said as much. This motion 
would end this undemocratic, un-Amer-
ican effort. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman for her support. Again, the 
choice is very simple here: whether or 
not at a time when education programs 
are being cut in the Federal budget 
that we passed last week, whether or 
not we will now decide not to use these 
hard-earned education dollars, hard- 
paid-for education dollars by the tax-
payers that we represent to develop 
propaganda that they shall be re-
stricted to the uses for which this pro-
gram was passed, and that is the voca-
tional education of our students in this 
country. 

I urge the support of this motion. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I claim 

time in opposition to the motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment that 
the Democrat leadership is talking 
about would not do a single thing to 
improve educational opportunities for 
American students. 

The Democrat leadership amendment 
has nothing to do with the bipartisan 
legislation that is being debated on the 
floor today. It is a partisan cheap shot 
aimed at the administration. It really 
has no place in this bill. 

When USA Today first reported on 
the Armstrong Williams contract in 
January, I immediately supported the 
gentleman from California’s (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER) request for an inde-
pendent investigation by the Education 
Department’s Inspector General. 

That investigation has taken place 
and the Inspector General has con-
cluded that nothing illegal or unethical 
took place. 

Now, what happened with respect to 
the Armstrong Williams contract was 
stupid; but passing laws to outlaw stu-
pidity is not Congress’ job. 

Now, the new education Secretary 
has taken decisive action to ensure 
that what happened in the Armstrong 
Williams case does not happen again. 
But I think what we see here today is 
what I said earlier, a partisan cheap 
shot aimed at the administration. It 
does not belong in this bill. I urge my 
colleagues to reject the motion to re-
commit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clauses 8 and 9 of rule XX, this 
15-minute vote on the motion to re-
commit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of H.R. 366, if ordered, 
and on motions to suspend the rules 
and agree to H. Con. Res. 127 and H. 
Res. 195. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 197, nays 
224, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 153] 

YEAS—197 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 

Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brady (PA) 

Brown, Corrine 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Chandler 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Jefferson 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 

Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Scott (GA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—224 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Andrews 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 

Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Cox 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (KY) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Dent 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
Emerson 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 

Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
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Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McKeon 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 

Osborne 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schwarz (MI) 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 

Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Gutknecht 

Larson (CT) 
Melancon 
Rogers (MI) 
Sanchez, Loretta 

Scott (VA) 
Smith (TX) 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 

b 1350 

Messrs. ADERHOLT, SHADEGG, 
HYDE, BAKER and COLE of Oklahoma 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CUELLAR changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 

Speaker, on Wednesday, May 4, 2005, I was 
unavoidably detained due to a prior obligation. 

I request that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
reflect that had I been present and voting, I 
would have voted as follows: Rollcall No. 153, 
‘‘yea’’ (On Motion to Recommit with Instruc-
tions on H.R. 366, the Vocational and Tech-
nical Education for the Future Act). 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
RECORD show that although I was recorded as 
having voted ‘‘nay’’ on the May 4, 2005 re-
corded vote regarding the motion to recommit 
H.R. 366 (rollcall 153), I intended to vote 
‘‘yea.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FEENEY). The question is on the pas-
sage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 416, noes 9, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 154] 

AYES—416 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 

Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 

Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McMorris 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 

Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 

Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 

Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—9 

Bartlett (MD) 
Feeney 
Franks (AZ) 

Garrett (NJ) 
Hensarling 
Hostettler 

Paul 
Royce 
Sensenbrenner 

NOT VOTING—8 

Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 

Larson (CT) 
Scott (VA) 
Towns 

Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 

b 1359 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

CALLING ON GOVERNMENT OF NI-
GERIA TO TRANSFER CHARLES 
GHANKAY TAYLOR TO SPECIAL 
COURT FOR SIERRA LEONE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). The unfinished business is the 
question of suspending the rules and 
agreeing to the concurrent resolution, 
H. Con. Res. 127. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
agree to the concurrent resolution, 
House Concurrent Resolution 127, on 
which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 421, nays 1, 
not voting 11, as follows: 
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[Roll No. 155] 

YEAS—421 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 

Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 

Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McMorris 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 

Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 

Stupak 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—1 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—11 

Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 

Kirk 
Larson (CT) 
Neugebauer 
Scott (VA) 
Sullivan 

Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-

MONS) (during the vote). Members are 
advised 2 minutes remain in which to 
cast their votes. 

b 1408 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF VICTORY IN EUROPE 
(VE) DAY AND THE LIBERATION 
OF WESTERN BOHEMIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 195. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 195, on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 419, nays 0, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 156] 

YEAS—419 

Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 

Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 

Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
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Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 

Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Solis 

Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—14 

Abercrombie 
Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Gordon 

Kirk 
Larson (CT) 
McMorris 
Moore (KS) 
Scott (VA) 

Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Whitfield 
Woolsey 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in which to cast their 
votes. 

b 1417 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the resolution was 
amended so as to read: ‘‘Recognizing 
the 60th anniversary of the Liberation 
of Western Bohemia by United States 
Armed Forces during World War II and 
the continued friendship between the 
people of the United States and the 
Czech Republic.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
today, I was presenting the keynote address 
at the World Russian Forum. Therefore, on 
rollcall votes 153, 154, 155, and 156, I was 
not recorded to vote. Had I been recorded, I 
would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall vote 153, 
and ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 154, 155, and 156. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on H.R. 1185. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIM-
MONS). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

f 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
REFORM ACT OF 2005 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 255 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1185. 

b 1417 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1185) to 
reform the Federal deposit insurance 
system, and for other purposes, with 
Mr. BASS in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered as having 
been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) and the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) each 
will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY). 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 1185, the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Reform Act of 2005. This bipar-
tisan legislation preserves the value of 
insured deposits at America’s banks, 
thrifts and credit unions, advances the 
national priority of enhancing retire-
ment security for all Americans, and 
ensures that the benefits and costs of 
deposit insurance are allocated equi-
tably and fairly among financial insti-
tutions. 

Federal deposit insurance was first 
established in 1934 during the Great De-
pression and has served for over 70 
years as a source of stability in the 
banking system and a valued safety net 
for depositors. Deposits in banks and 
savings associations are covered either 
by the Bank Insurance Fund or the 
Savings Association Insurance Fund, 
while the deposits of America’s 85 mil-
lion credit union members are insured 
by the National Credit Union Share In-
surance Fund. 

Federal deposit insurance serves as a 
guarantee to depositors in U.S. deposi-
tory institutions that up to $100,000 
will be available to them in the event 
that their institution should ever fail. 
It both protects depositors from a sud-
den and unforeseen loss of wealth and 
insulates the economy from the con-
sequences of a loss of liquidity in the 
banking system. 

Shortly after I became chairman of 
the newly formed Committee on Finan-
cial Services in the 107th Congress, the 
FDIC, the Federal agency responsible 
for administering the deposit insurance 
program, recommended a number of re-
forms to the system to address struc-
tural imbalances that had emerged 
since the last major overhaul of deposit 
insurance following the savings and 
loan crisis of the late 1980s and early 
1990s. 

The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
BACHUS), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Financial Institutions 
and Consumer Credit, got to work hold-
ing extensive hearings and drafting 
comprehensive legislation incor-
porating the FDIC’s recommendations 
and making other needed changes to 
the system. The legislation that re-
sulted from the efforts of the gen-
tleman from Alabama passed the House 
with well over 400 votes in the 107th 
Congress and by an even larger margin 
in the 108th. 

With the other body having twice 
failed to act on the legislation ap-
proved overwhelmingly by this House, 
we are back this year with high hopes 
that the third time will truly be the 
charm in enacting this critically im-
portant legislation. The reasons for re-
forming the deposit insurance system 
remain every bit as compelling today 
as they were almost 4 years ago when 
we first began to climb this mountain. 

By merging the BIF and the SAIF 
into a single deposit insurance fund, 
H.R. 1185 will create administrative ef-
ficiencies and promote fundamental 
fairness in the system. By giving the 
FDIC more flexible tools for managing 
the insurance funds according to 
changing economic conditions, while at 
the same time ensuring that funds are 
returned to the industry in the form of 
rebates and credits when cir-
cumstances warrant, H.R. 1185 will pro-
mote economic stability and address 
the system’s current bias toward 
charging excessive premiums at 
‘‘down’’ points in the business cycle. 
All of these reforms command broad 
consensus among banking regulators 
and in the banking industry, as well as 
in the House. 

On the issue of deposit insurance cov-
erage levels, which have now gone a 
record 25 years without being adjusted 
for inflation, the legislation of the gen-
tleman from Alabama provides for in-
cremental increases that promote re-
tirement security and help to keep mu-
nicipal deposits in the communities 
where they originated to serve as a 
funding source for loans and other de-
velopment initiatives. 

All of us recognize that the increased 
coverage levels prescribed in the House 
bill are what have blocked its progress 
in the other body, and I have therefore 
indicated that I am willing to enter-
tain compromise on that issue if it is 
the price of achieving the other impor-
tant reforms contained in this legisla-
tion. 

That said, it should also be noted 
that H.R. 1185’s increase in base deposit 
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insurance coverage from $100,000 to 
$130,000 hardly constitutes a radical ex-
pansion of the deposit insurance safety 
net. If coverage had merely kept pace 
with inflation since 1980 when coverage 
was last updated, it would now be well 
over $200,000. Even going all the way 
back to the $40,000 coverage amount in 
effect in 1974 and indexing for inflation 
from that level yields a coverage level 
well above $140,000. 

Let me conclude by commending 
Chairman BACHUS for his leadership 
and persistence in pursuing this legis-
lation over the course of three Con-
gresses. I also want to thank our com-
mittee’s ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK), who has championed several of 
the specific reforms contained in this 
bill and has acted throughout the proc-
ess in a spirit of bipartisan cooperation 
that has become the hallmark of our 
committee’s work in recent years. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in strong support of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Reform Act of 2005. 
This is a strong bipartisan effort. I 
commend the leadership of Chairman 
OXLEY and Ranking Member FRANK, as 
well as Subcommittee Chair BACHUS 
and Ranking Member SANDERS. This 
will be, hopefully, the third time that 
this Congress has passed this legisla-
tion. It has enjoyed broad bipartisan 
support. 

Federal deposit insurance, estab-
lished during the Great Depression to 
restore confidence in the Nation’s trou-
bled banking system, has served our 
country well; but no system is perfect, 
and Congress has periodically revised 
our deposit insurance laws in response 
to changing economic and industry 
conditions. There is a growing con-
sensus triggered in part by rec-
ommendations by the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, FDIC, that de-
posit insurance is overdue for needed 
structural reform. 

H.R. 1185 would merge the Bank In-
surance Fund, BIF, and the Savings As-
sociation Insurance Fund, SAIF, into a 
single fund covering all banks and 
thrifts; increase per-account coverage 
levels from $100,000 to $130,000; and ad-
just that coverage for inflation every 5 
years beginning in 2007; and double the 
$130,000 coverage amount in the case of 
certain retirement accounts, including 
IRAs and 401(k)s. Providing $260,000 in 
deposit insurance coverage for retire-
ment accounts is critically important 
in an era when many Americans have 
accumulated retirement nest eggs that 
far exceed $100,000, and when, according 
to FDIC estimates, there is more than 
$200 billion in IRA accounts alone in 
this Nation’s banking system. 

Several high-profile bank failures in 
recent years have given many Ameri-
cans a rude awakening as they discover 
that amounts in their retirement ac-
counts above the $100,000 coverage 
limit are uninsured. 

The bill also raises coverage levels on 
in-state, municipal or public deposits. 
This will have the effect of encour-
aging local government agencies to 
keep more of their deposits in the local 
communities where the funds were gen-
erated, thus promoting economic 
growth in those areas. 

Finally, the bill fully implements a 
provision enacted more than a decade 
ago to give banks a discount on their 
deposit insurance premiums for depos-
its attributable to so-called basic 
banking accounts which provide a fi-
nancial lifeline for low-income families 
that are currently without bank cov-
erage. 

This has strong bipartisan support. 
This legislation passed this body last 
year with a vote of 411 to 11, and this 
year’s effort likewise enjoys very 
strong bipartisan support. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. GILLMOR). 

Mr. GILLMOR. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, as an original cospon-
sor of H.R. 1185, I am particularly 
pleased to see that this important 
measure again incorporates a measure 
that I introduced in February, H.R. 544, 
the Municipal Deposit Insurance Pro-
tection Act of 2005. Currently, towns, 
counties and school districts are faced 
with a hard choice when deciding 
where to place their deposits. Local of-
ficials care about their communities, 
and they would like to foster economic 
development by putting their funds in 
local banks. However, without the 
guarantee of FDIC coverage, they are 
often forced instead to put their depos-
its in out-of-state institutions. 

This bill increases coverage for local 
government deposits equal to the lesser 
of $2 million or $130,000 plus 80 percent 
of the amount of deposits in excess of 
the new standard. Providing this essen-
tial coverage will help local commu-
nities keep public moneys in their 
neighborhood, improving the economic 
climate by enabling local banks to 
offer more loans for cars, homes, edu-
cation, and other community needs. 

In 2002, the FDIC closed a bank in my 
district, the Oakwood Deposit Bank. 
Local municipalities and other public 
entities that held deposits at that in-
stitution were put at risk due to the 
$100,000 FDIC coverage. This risk is too 
high for many communities in this 
country, and it can have a devastating 
effect on local budgets. The commu-
nity in Oakwood is still feeling the ef-
fects of this failure. The village was 
forced to miss a Federal loan payment 
for its sewers and was forced to lay off 
municipal employees, all because of 
the funds it lost. Wayne Trace local 
school district and Paulding County 
Hospital were also harmed by this lack 
of coverage. 

This legislation will enable local gov-
ernment funds to be retained in the 
local area from which they came. It 

will help the economy of those areas by 
being used for installment loans, mort-
gages, and small business loans. 

Again, I want to commend Chairman 
OXLEY and Chairman BACHUS for bring-
ing up this important bill, and I look 
forward to its passage. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MEEKS). 

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to recognize, first, 
Chairman OXLEY and Ranking Member 
FRANK for their work to bring this 
overdue bill to the floor of the House. 
This is not the first time that this bill 
has passed through committee with 
broad bipartisan support, but hopefully 
this time we can work with the other 
body to make this law. 

The financial services industry is one 
of the driving engines of our economy, 
and the banking industry in particular 
is not only a key source of financing 
for consumer purchases like homes and 
cars or business purchases such as 
equipment and facilities. It is also the 
means by which the Federal Reserve 
implements monetary policy to sta-
bilize our economy. Considering the 
vital role that banks, both big and 
small, play in our economy, it is equal-
ly important to make certain that the 
Federal insurance which backs these 
institutions is operating under the 
most efficient rules. 

H.R. 1185 will merge the Bank Insur-
ance Fund and the Savings Association 
Insurance Fund into one strong fund. It 
will increase deposit insurance on indi-
vidual accounts from $100,000 to 
$130,000, increases coverage on certain 
retirement accounts to $260,000, and in-
creases coverage on in-state municipal 
deposits to $2 million. 

One of its most important aspects is 
that it provides for a 50 percent dis-
count in the assessment rate for depos-
its attributable to lifeline deposit ac-
counts, something, and I take my hat 
off to her, that the gentlewoman from 
the great State of California (Ms. WA-
TERS) has been working on for many, 
many years in support of people who 
are traditionally unbanked. 

Lastly, let me thank the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) and the 
gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. 
HOOLEY), who introduced the bill, and 
encourage Members from both sides of 
the aisle to vote ‘‘yes’’ on final pas-
sage. 

b 1430 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, there are several 
things about this bill that I am not 
sure have been discussed or are as 
widely known by the Members, but the 
first thing I would say is that the legis-
lation is supported by all the federal 
bank regulators. It is also supported by 
all the industry groups. And it does 
several things. It addresses inefficien-
cies in the present system and defi-
ciencies in the present system. 
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As far as deficiencies in the present 

system, one of the greatest is the fact 
that we have two different funds. The 
Savings Association Insurance Fund 
and the Bank Insurance Fund. All the 
Federal regulators have recommended 
combining those funds from the admin-
istrative cost savings and also because 
we do not want a situation where some 
of our institutions are paying certain 
basis points where others are not. We 
want more equity there so it gives no 
advantage for our thrifts over our 
banks or our banks over our thrifts. 

Another problem we have had in-
creasingly is the problem of free riders. 
Since 1996, there have been no assess-
ments of the banks for the Federal in-
surance, and as a result of that, we 
have had several large brokerage firms 
which have never paid into the fund, 
and what they are doing is setting up 
affiliate banks, six or eight or nine af-
filiate banks, and they are advertising 
$800,000 or $900,000 worth of federally 
insured deposits. In other words, people 
can deposit $800,000 or $900,000 into to 
their fund, and it is federally insured. 
This really is an inequity because they 
have never paid into the system and 
they are offering that something that 
smaller banks and other banks that do 
not set up these affiliates or string of 
affiliates and can only offer $100,000 of 
coverage; and, in fact, those banks or 
thrifts that are only offering $100,000 
worth of coverage are actually paying 
and have paid for coverage for some of 
the large brokerage firms. 

And the Federal Reserve, the FDIC, 
and the industry have said that this 
ought to be corrected, and we do that 
in this bill. We do that in two ways. 
One is by requiring that everyone pay 
a minimum amount; number two, we 
increase the coverage; and number 
three, we allow more flexibility in 
when the premiums are charged. Right 
now when the bank reserves fall below 
1.25 percent, the Federal Reserve actu-
ally has to start charging a premium, 
and then if the situation is not rec-
tified within a year, they have to then 
start charging 23 basis points, and they 
have little discretion in this matter. 
The bank regulators and the industry 
have recommended that what we do as 
opposed to having a hard number that 
we give a range, or a discretionary 
range, and we have done that at 1.15 to 
1.4. 

What this allows to happen is, if we 
think about it, there are no premiums 
being charged, and then all of a sudden 
we go into a recession and we start 
charging a premium, or 23 basis points, 
it actually can worsen the recession, 
and at the time when banks ought to 
be lending money, suddenly they are 
having to pay these premiums. The 
time to fund the insurance program 
and the insurance reserve is in good 
times. 

So what we have done in this bill is 
allow them to build up a reserve in the 
good times, and then when we come 
into a recessionary period and bank re-
serves start dropping, they have some 

discretion in not instituting a 23-basis- 
point charge on the banks. And policy-
makers and all the Federal bank regu-
lators believe that this will not only 
strengthen the funds, but it will take 
away a bias against a down cycle that 
could actually make a down economic 
cycle worse. 

One of the things that is being de-
bated, and the gentleman I am going to 
yield to next is going to be in opposi-
tion to the coverage increase, is the 
coverage increase. When we consider 
increasing the coverage, there have 
been two arguments against that. One 
was a ‘‘moral hazard’’ argument. The 
FDIC, in response to some people say-
ing that if we raise the coverage, it will 
be a moral hazard, actually commis-
sioned a study and appointed the vice 
chairman of the Federal Reserve, Alan 
Blinder, as the chairman of that study 
commission, and they came back and 
said because these are risk-based pre-
miums, there is absolutely no validity 
to the moral hazard argument. 

If we think about it this way, what 
this is, is an insurance, and bank de-
positors pay a premium on their depos-
its for insurance coverage. And to 
argue that if that coverage is increased 
from $100,000 to $130,000 suddenly would 
cause reckless behavior, it would al-
most be like arguing that if I had auto-
mobile insurance and I had $100,000 
worth of automobile insurance on my 
automobile, and I raised that to 
$200,000 of insurance coverage that I 
would suddenly start driving more 
recklessly or be more prone to have ac-
cidents, and we know that when people 
insure, whether it is a deposit, an auto-
mobile, or a home, they are not any 
more apt to act in a reckless nature. 
So that argument has been shot down 
pretty uniformly. 

A second argument against it is that 
we do not need to increase it. But one 
of our last bank failures was a bank in 
Chicago, a medium-sized bank. And 
what we found, because we had not 
raised the coverage levels above 
$100,000 since 1980, we found over 700 
customers of that bank lost a substan-
tial amount of their deposits, and the 
reason they did that, if we think about 
what depositors do, we had several 
hundred of them that had an IRA ac-
count with that bank, and they had an 
IRA that was over $100,000, and they 
basically lost everything above 
$100,000. And one lady that was quoted 
in the Chicago Tribune said, The loss I 
sustained is going to be the difference 
between my having a retirement where 
I will not have to struggle, and now, 
basically having a bare bones retire-
ment where I will have to struggle to 
make ends meet. 

We have another situation that we 
talked about in committee, and that 
was the fact that today many people 
are selling and buying houses, and 
when they do, they put the proceeds of 
that sale or the purchase price for that 
sale in a bank account. In 1980 the av-
erage price of a home was around 
$100,000. Today it is several times that 

amount. So imagine that if one is clos-
ing on a house, they sell their house, 
they get a $400,000 or $300,000 check or 
even a $200,000 check for that house, 
and most Americans put their savings 
in a house, they go down to their bank 
and they deposit that check and the 
bank happens to fail. 

And every once in a while, a bank 
does fail like the one in Chicago. In 
that case, they had 12 people that had 
deposited the proceeds from the sale of 
their homes in the weeks before and 
they lost all of that money above 
$100,000. Some would say and some 
have said in opposing coverage increase 
that what Americans ought to do is 
when they sell a home, if they sell a 
home for $300,000, they ought to ask the 
closing attorney to write three $100,000 
checks and they ought to deposit that 
in three different banks, or, if they are 
going to purchase a house, they ought 
to go to three different institutions 
and deposit that money in three dif-
ferent institutions, and then when they 
show up at the closing, they ought to 
write three different checks. 

We know as a practical matter, Mr. 
Chairman, that people are not going to 
do that, and we should not ask them to 
do that. What we ought to do is raise 
coverage levels to reflect realities 
today. 

The last time that coverage was in-
creased in 1980, if we increased it for in-
flation today, it would be well over 
$180,000. Instead, we are only increasing 
it to $100,000 as a compromise. If we 
went back to not 1980 but we went back 
to 1974, which was the time before that 
that it was increased $40,000, and if we 
had adjusted it in 1980, it would be over 
$200,000. If we disregarded that increase 
and went back to 1974, it would be 
$180,000. So we are actually playing 
catchup here, and we have used that 
smaller number in an attempt to com-
promise with those who objected to in-
creasing it at all. 

I will say this: This bill passed with 
111 votes the first time it was up, I 
think, but, anyway, I will get those 
statistics later, but I think it had 18 
‘‘no’’ votes the first time, 11 ‘‘no’’ votes 
the second time. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

I appreciate the gentleman from Ala-
bama’s letting us butt into his con-
versation. 

I want to speak in favor of the bill. It 
is an example of the things that we do 
that are not controversial and are not 
exciting to a lot of people but are, in 
fact, very important for the proper 
functioning of the economy. This is an 
upgrading and an updating of the de-
posit insurance system. It is widely 
supported by financial institutions. 
There is a difference of opinion on one 
aspect, the coverage increase, but I will 
say that, while I support the bill as 
written and support the coverage in-
crease, it is my hope that however that 
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winds up, it will not lead to the demise 
of the bill. The bill is an important 
piece of legislation for improving the 
functioning of the banking system. 

I just also want to point out two 
things: There is a mistaken assumption 
abroad that somehow things have got-
ten so poisonous here that nothing ever 
happens. There are issues on which we 
disagree vehemently, but the fact that 
this bill is coming forward from the 
Committee on Financial Services with 
overwhelming support from the com-
mittee, disagreement on one specific 
point, is a refutation, that I think peo-
ple ought to know that, no, it is not 
the case that we have been so embit-
tered towards each other that we can-
not function. This bill comes forward 
with support on both sides. 

It also, as was noted by the gen-
tleman from New York who spoke ear-
lier, contains a section that what we 
call lifeline banking. And not all banks 
in the world were having parties when 
that was included, but it is an impor-
tant point to be made here. It is our 
job to pass legislation and to do things 
that help the financial system func-
tion. Banks are good institutions. They 
perform useful roles in our society. But 
there are also needs that individuals 
have, particularly lower income indi-
viduals, that are not going to be auto-
matically taken care of by even the 
best functioning market, and our job, 
in part, is to advance measures that 
help the institutions function but at 
the same time provide a degree of fair-
ness, a kind of minimum support, for 
people who will not automatically ben-
efit from the general going forward. 

This bill is an example of that, and I 
want to say that the inclusion of this 
lifeline provision is very important. I 
appreciate the majority’s accommo-
dating the concern that people had, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. WA-
TERS), who pushed hardest for this; so I 
hope that this package will go forward 
as an example that even at times that 
are very contentious, we can work to-
gether on legislation that bridges some 
gaps and advances the system. 

b 1445 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER), who is in 
opposition to the bill. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in opposition to H.R. 1185, but I 
appreciate all the hard work that the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. FRANK) have done on this bill. I 
understand that they are very sincere 
in their efforts, but I have a strong 
philosophical opposition to what this 
bill represents and what it is all about. 

Let me note that if section 3 were 
taken out of this legislation, I could 
support the bill; but the heart of this 
bill is section 3, which is a 30 percent 
increase in the Federal deposit insur-

ance rate. What we are talking about 
here is increasing Federal deposit in-
surance, the taxpayers’ guaranteeing 
private accounts in private banks from 
$100,000 to $130,000; for savings accounts 
I think it goes up to $240,000, $250,000, 
or is it $260,000; as well as $1 million, I 
believe, for community-type savings 
accounts. 

But the most important factor here 
is this: this system was set up to pro-
tect the little guy. It was set up to pro-
tect average Americans who are not 
saving hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars, so that they could save $10,000, 
$20,000, $30,000 and not worry about 
having a bank default and close up on 
them and then losing that money. 

What has happened is a perversion of 
that basic premise. What has happened 
now is the taxpayers, the average per-
son out there working is protecting the 
rich guy. We have the little guys now 
with their tax dollars protecting the 
rich guys who, at $100,000 in an ac-
count, and now they want to make it 
$130,000 in an account are protected by 
the taxpayers. It is not just one ac-
count, however. There are multiple ac-
counts that these rich people use, so we 
are not just protecting $130,000. We are 
protecting $130,000 times 10 or 20, where 
they can place it in various banks. 
What we end up doing is having the lit-
tle guy protecting the rich people in 
this society. 

And there is a downside to having 
this protection. Not only is it not fair, 
but the downside is people who invest 
their money, when it is guaranteed, 
will be less cautious about where they 
put their money. We have just heard 
from the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
BACHUS) about the people who lost 
their money in a bank. Well, those peo-
ple should have paid closer attention to 
that bank. The fact is that we are en-
couraging people to be frivolous where 
they are putting their money because 
we are guaranteeing it as taxpayers. 

This is exactly what led to the sav-
ings and loan debacle in the 1980s. In 
1980, before Ronald Reagan was elected 
President, this went from the early 
1970s, from $10,000, to 1980 when they 
jumped it to $100,000 protection. All of 
a sudden, people could then invest with 
these multiple accounts, millions of 
dollars protected by the taxpayers. 

So what happened? What happened is, 
we have millions, billions of dollars 
now in our system being invested in 
the most irresponsible way. Because 
the banks and the savings and loans 
themselves, no matter what, they 
ended up paying more interest than 
they should have. The bad institutions 
were bringing down the good institu-
tions, and the public was protected 
from any bad decision they made. We 
ended up with a debacle, a financial de-
bacle created by this increase in 1980 
that ended up by the mid-1980s costing 
us tens of billions, maybe even $100 bil-
lion of the American taxpayers’ money. 

We do not need this kind of irrespon-
sibility. That is not what this program 
started out as. It has been perverted to 

be that now. Section 3 is just that kind 
of perversion, where we end up now in-
creasing it precipitously from $100,000 
to $130,000. It should be basically back 
in the arena of the average American 
taxpayer instead of protecting the rich. 

So with that said, I can remember 
personally, just to note, I remember 
during the mid-1980s when I worked in 
the White House, a friend of mine from 
the Reagan administration was in 
charge of one of those institutions, sav-
ings and loans, and he was being at-
tacked because he was not giving out 
enough loans to various people and var-
ious institutions that would be guaran-
teed. He was not giving out these guar-
anteed loans, and I called him up, I 
said, Well what is the matter? Are you 
not part of the team? We want to have 
a strong economy. He said, Dana, we 
are being put behind the eight ball. 
Every one of these things that we are 
giving out has a government guarantee 
because of this deposit insurance, and 
it is going to take us right down the 
road to economic hell. 

Well, that is exactly what happened, 
and we should not be going in that di-
rection anymore. We should be doing a 
reversal, making the system more re-
sponsible, asking people to be more re-
sponsible with their money and where 
they put it and not having the middle- 
class taxpayer subsidizing rich people 
by guaranteeing wherever they would 
want to put their money. 

I oppose the amendment, and I will 
be proposing an amendment later on. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, before I yield, I just would 
say sometimes we have debates about 
where does wealth begin and what is 
middle class, et cetera. I guess I would 
differ with the gentleman from Cali-
fornia that if you have $100,000 in the 
bank, you are a little guy, but if you 
have $130,000, you are rich. I think that 
unduly compresses the middle class. I 
think much more is being made, frank-
ly, over $30,000 than is deserved. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from Oregon (Ms. 
HOOLEY). 

Ms. HOOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman from Massachusetts for 
yielding me this time. I would also like 
to thank the gentleman from Ohio 
(Chairman OXLEY) for his work. In ad-
dition, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) 
whose bill we have before us today who 
has done a tremendous job and recog-
nize his staff for all of their hard work. 

The FDIC reform bill is truly a bipar-
tisan piece of legislation that con-
tinues the bipartisan working style of 
the Committee on Financial Services 
that has allowed the committee to be 
extraordinarily productive. 

The FDIC Reform Act of 2005 con-
tains needed reforms that will bring 
the deposit insurance system into the 
21st century by enhancing the value of 
our insured deposits, improving retire-
ment security for all Americans, and 
ensuring that the value, cost, and ben-
efit of deposit insurance is shared 
equally. 
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Most importantly, H.R. 1185 gives 

flexibility of the FDIC to manage the 
deposit insurance according to risk and 
economic conditions. No longer will we 
ask financial institutions to pay higher 
insurance premiums when banks can 
least afford to pay them and when 
funds are most needed for lending to 
jump-start our economic growth. 

H.R. 1185 updates the deposit insur-
ance coverage levels for the first time 
in 25 years. I agree with my ranking 
member who said we are making a 
much bigger deal out of the $30,000. 

H.R. 1185 also updates deposit insur-
ance coverage levels for the first time, 
as I said, in 25 years. It increases the 
maximum coverage from $100,000 to 
$130,000, doubles the amount of cov-
erage for retirement funds to enhance 
the retirement security of our senior 
citizens and those planning for retire-
ment, and indexes for inflation every 5 
years as a way of preserving the value 
of the deposit insurance safety net. 
H.R. 1185 also increases coverage limits 
for in-state municipal deposits to $2 
million or 80 percent of any deposits 
over $130,000, whichever is less. 

By extending municipal deposit cov-
erage, this bill not only protects tax-
payers from potential consequences of 
a failure of local financial institutions 
but promotes community development 
by encouraging local government agen-
cies to keep their funds on deposit with 
a local financial institution, thereby 
making the funds available for lending 
back to the community. So it makes a 
lot of sense when we look at our small 
local banks. 

Finally, this bill takes the needed 
step of merging FDIC’s Bank Insurance 
Fund and the Savings Association In-
surance Fund, eliminating potential 
disparities in the premiums paid by 
banks and thrifts, and reducing the ad-
ministrative burden of operating two 
separate insurance funds. 

This legislation will give Americans 
an even more stable and secure insur-
ance system for deposits in their 
banks, thrifts, and credit unions. These 
needed reforms will bring the deposit 
insurance system into the 21st century 
by enhancing the value of our insured 
deposits, improving retirement secu-
rity for all Americans, and ensuring 
that the value, cost, and benefit of de-
posit insurance is shared equally. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
FDIC Reform Act of 2005. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself all remaining time. 

There are several things I think we 
need to say to correct the record. One 
was it was said by the gentleman in op-
position that this was taxpayer guar-
anteed; and, in fact, these deposits are 
insured not by the taxpayer, but by the 
BIF and SAIF funds; and it is the de-
pository that insures his own accounts. 
And for the taxpayer to pay one red 
cent, all assets of every federally in-
sured financial institution would have 
to be exhausted before the taxpayer 
would have to pay one cent. In other 
words, all the assets of all of the feder-

ally insured banks and savings associa-
tions would have to be paid. 

And in that regard, I am sure the 
gentleman from California would agree 
that if that moment ever came, we 
would be, we would probably be in dire 
straights, and I certainly never antici-
pate that happening. It has never hap-
pened in the history of our country. 
The savings and loans were exhausted, 
not the banks. The BIF account has 
never been exhausted; the savings and 
loan account thing was exhausted be-
cause of failures of savings and loans. 

And if we say, as the gentleman said, 
that the reason why all the savings and 
loans failed is because we increased 
coverage from $100,000 to $130,000, we 
did that for the banks and the credit 
unions at the same time. No credit 
unions failed; very few banks failed. In 
some States, no institutions failed, 
where in States like California, Texas, 
where you had weak regulation, weak 
oversight, several failed; or you had 
the oil patch in Texas where many of 
them failed. 

In fact, the cost to the taxpayer 
would have been greater had the first 
$100,000 of accounts not been insured. It 
would have been a much greater loss. 
Thank goodness the first $100,000 of ac-
counts were insured. If we had another 
failure today, $130,000 would be insured, 
and we would have insurance for it. So 
to say that insurance coverage is tax-
payer funded, the taxpayer is not fund-
ing this. If the taxpayer were funding 
it, his analogy would be right. 

And the last thing that he says, and 
he has said this, is that this was the 
cause of the savings and loans to fail. 
This has been looked at by this Con-
gress, it has been looked at by the 
FDIC, it has been looked at by the Fed-
eral Reserve and, actually, I am going 
to introduce this. This is about 20 dif-
ferent reasons that government reports 
have causes for the failures of the 
S&Ls; and on that list of 20, nowhere 
does it say because of an increase in 
coverage. In fact, the FBI submitted 
what they thought were the reasons, 
the FDIC submitted what they thought 
were the reasons, all the bank regu-
lators, and nowhere on any of those 
lists do we find increase in coverage. In 
fact, what you do find is one study 
showed that taxpayer exposure was less 
because the funds were insured up to 
$100,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I will just simply 
close by saying that all the Federal 
bank regulators say that this legisla-
tion will strengthen and reform our 
Federal guarantee program for bank 
deposits and by saying that today, if 
you sell a house for $120,000 or $140,000 
or $160,000 or $200,000 and you deposit 
the proceeds in your bank account, you 
are probably not a rich person by defi-
nition. If you decide to buy a house and 
you put $150,000 in the bank or transfer 
it or get a loan from a bank and you 
deposit it in your account, you lose 
that, you certainly would not be de-
fined as rich. And if you have a 401(k) 
and you happen to have over $100,000 in 

it, that does not make you a rich per-
son. In fact, that represents, for many 
people, their entire savings is a 401(k); 
and, increasingly, those accounts are 
running over $100,000. 

b 1500 

That is why the AARP and the Secu-
rities Investment Institute both en-
dorsed this legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY). 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding the 
time and for his leadership as a whole. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very supportive 
of this outstanding bipartisan bill. I 
am supportive of the overwhelming 
majority of the provisions in it. It is 
long past due to merge the BIF and 
SAIF insurance funds, and addition-
ally, eliminating the 23 basis point 
clip, and providing a new premium sys-
tem that takes into account the past 
contributions of institutions are major 
steps forward. 

The bill includes a mechanism for de-
termining credits for past contribu-
tions to the insurance funds that is 
based on an amendment that I cospon-
sored with former Representative Be-
reuter. This is a very, very important 
provision as a matter of fairness to in-
stitutions that recapitalized the funds, 
and I thank very much the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) for includ-
ing this balanced and important 
amendment in the base legislation. 

Despite the many very positive parts 
of this bill, I believe the immediate 30 
percent increase in insurance coverage 
in the bill is a serious mistake. This 
coverage increase to $130,000 is opposed 
by many Federal financial service reg-
ulators, including Alan Greenspan. I 
would like to place in the RECORD his 
comments in opposition, and state that 
I support the bill overwhelming, but 
this provision I am opposed to. 

I thank the leadership and the rank-
ing member for working in a balanced 
way to move this important legislation 
forward. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, in a very impressive display 
of bipartisanship, I am now going to 
yield some of our time to the manager 
of the bill for the majority. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) as long as he 
does not talk about the Rohrabacher 
amendment. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I had 
one glaring oversight in this entire de-
bate concerning the bill. And that is 
the fact that the gentlewoman from 
Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) who really played 
a monumental part in this legislation 
over the past 2 or 3 years and actually 
was the original cosponsor of this legis-
lation has not been recognized. 

I would like to commend her for her 
fine work on this bill. And I guess it is 
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a credit to her and her personality, de-
spite that oversight she did not call at-
tention to my omission. And so I com-
mend the gentlewoman from Oregon 
(Ms. HOOLEY). She is an outstanding 
Member of this body. And in this legis-
lation, she deserves a lot of credit for 
its passage and its support. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) for his 
great graciousness in what he had to 
say. And let me say in deference to the 
chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) a great 
baseball leader, if you notice, I yielded 
to the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
BACHUS), who then came back to this 
side to thank us. 

If you’re scoring this, it is 3 to 6 to 3, 
I believe is the appropriate scoring. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1185, the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act, ex-
pands the federal government’s unconstitu-
tional control over the financial services indus-
try and raises taxes on all financial institutions. 
Furthermore, this legislation could increase the 
possibility of future bank failures. Therefore, I 
must oppose this bill. 

I primarily object to the provisions in H.R. 
1185 which may increase the premiums as-
sessed on participating financial institutions. 
These ‘‘premiums,’’ which are actually taxes, 
are the premier sources of funds for the De-
posit Insurance Fund. This fund is used to bail 
out banks who experience difficulties meeting 
their commitments to their depositors. Thus, 
the deposit insurance system transfers liability 
for poor management decisions from those 
who made the decisions, to their competitors. 
This system punishes those financial institu-
tions which follow sound practices, as they are 
forced to absorb the losses of their competi-
tors. This also compounds the moral hazard 
problem created whenever government social-
izes business losses. 

In the event of a severe banking crisis, Con-
gress will likely transfer funds from the general 
revenue into the Deposit Insurance Fund, 
which could make all taxpayers liable for the 
mistakes of a few. Of course, such a bailout 
would require separate authorization from 
Congress, but can anyone imagine Congress 
saying ‘‘No’’ to banking lobbyists pleading for 
relief from the costs of bailing out their weaker 
competitors? 

Government subsidies lead to government 
control, as regulations are imposed on the re-
cipients of the subsidies in order to address 
the moral hazard problem. This is certainly the 
case in banking, which is one of the most 
heavily regulated industries in America. How-
ever, as George Kaufman, the John Smith 
Professor of Banking and Finance at Loyola 
University in Chicago, and co-chair of the 
Shadow Financial Regulatory Committee, 
pointed out in a study for the CATO Institutes, 
the FDIC’s history of poor management exac-
erbated the banking crisis of the eighties and 
nineties. Professor Kaufman properly identifies 
a key reason for the FDIC’s poor track record 
in protecting individual depositors: regulators 
have incentives to downplay or even cover-up 
problems in the financial system such as 
banking facilities. Banking failures are black 
marks on the regulators’ records. In addition, 

regulators may be subject to political pressure 
to delay imposing sanctions on failing institu-
tions, thus increasing the magnitude of the 
loss. 

Immediately after a problem in the banking 
industry comes to light, the media and Con-
gress will inevitably blame it on regulators who 
were ‘‘asleep at the switch.’’ Yet, most politi-
cians continue to believe that giving the very 
regulators whose incompetence (or worst) ei-
ther caused or contributed to the problem will 
somehow prevent future crises! 

The presence of deposit insurance and gov-
ernment regulations removes incentives for in-
dividuals to act on their own to protect their 
deposits or even inquire as to the health of 
their financial institutions. After all, why should 
individuals be concerned with the health of 
their financial institutions when the federal 
government is insuring banks following sound 
practices and has insured their deposits? 

Finally, I would remind my colleagues that 
the federal deposit insurance program lacks 
constitutional authority. Congress’ only man-
date in the area of money, and banking is to 
maintain the value of the money. Unfortu-
nately, Congress abdicated its responsibility 
over monetary policy with the passage of the 
Federal Reserve Act of 1913, which allows the 
federal government to erode the value of the 
currency at the will of the central bank. 
Congress’s embrace of fiat money is directly 
responsible for the instability in the banking 
system that created the justification for deposit 
insurance. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1185 im-
poses new taxes on financial institutions, 
forces sound institutions to pay for the mis-
takes of their reckless competitors, increases 
the chances of taxpayers being forced to bail 
out unsound financial institutions, reduces indi-
vidual depositors’ incentives to take action to 
protect their deposits, and exceeds 
Congress’s constitutional authority. I therefore 
urge my colleagues to reject this bill. Instead 
of extending this federal program, Congress 
should work to prevent the crises which justify 
government programs like deposit insurance, 
by fulfilling our constitutional responsibility to 
pursue sound monetary policies. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 1185, the Federal De-
posit Insurance Reform Act of 2005. As a 
member of the Financial Services Committee, 
I want to thank Chairman OXLEY and Sub-
committee Chairman BACHUS for their work on 
this legislation and for acting quickly in this 
new Congress to address this matter of impor-
tance to banks and depositors alike. 

This legislation, which passed by a vote of 
411–11 in the 108th Congress, will help to 
create a more stable, fair, and secure banking 
system. By combining the Banking Insurance 
Fund and the Savings Association Insurance 
Fund into one single fund, the risk that a cou-
ple of large institutions could fail and impair 
each fund is greatly reduced. Merging these 
funds will help to increase fairness in our 
banking system by eliminating the possibility 
that two institutions of similar sizes could es-
sentially be paying different premiums. Fur-
thermore, the merged fund will make reporting 
and accounting less burdensome for both the 
institutions and the FDIC. 

Our deposit insurance system plays a vital 
role in our economic security. This legislation 
will give the FDIC the necessary flexibility to 
respond to varying economic conditions, allow-

ing them to properly price premiums to reflect 
risk. By eliminating the 23 basis point premium 
‘‘rate cliff’ required under current law, more in-
stitutions will have more capital to invest in our 
economy. 

Although I support the majority of provisions 
of H.R. 1185, I do want to take this time to ex-
press my concerns with Section 3 of this legis-
lation. This section of the bill would increase 
a financial institution’s insurance limit for indi-
vidual accounts from $100,000 to $130,000. 
Section 3 also doubles the coverage for retire-
ment accounts to $260,000 and increases the 
coverage limit for municipal accounts to $2 
million or 80 percent of any deposits over 
$130,000. I believe that arbitrarily increasing 
these limits will unnecessarily expose Amer-
ican taxpayers to the increased hazards asso-
ciated with shifting risk from private institutions 
to the federal government. Further, such a 
provision is likely to decrease a depositor’s 
concern for the financial well being of their 
bank while at the same time diminishing mar-
ket discipline. It is my hope that these factors 
are given full consideration should H.R. 1185 
be considered in conference with the Senate. 

Mr. Chairman, FDIC Chairman Powell stat-
ed in his testimony to the Financial Services 
Committee on March 17, 2005, that H.R. 1185 
gives Congress an ‘‘opportunity to remedy 
flaws in the deposit insurance system before 
those flaws cause actual damage either to the 
banking industry or our economy as a whole.’’ 
As a member of that committee, I am glad to 
see this body act so expeditiously on this leg-
islation, and I urge my colleagues to vote for 
H.R. 1185. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise today to 
speak in favor of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Reform Act. This important piece of leg-
islation modernizes the insurance funds on 
which Americans depend. 

The current amount of deposit insurance 
coverage has been the same since 1980, so 
it is important that we make these necessary 
increases to keep up with inflation and encour-
age people to save. This bill raises the cov-
erage on savings and retirement accounts and 
gives reassurance to investors saving for their 
future. 

Increasing the amount of deposit insurance 
coverage will benefit all banks, small and 
large, by providing more certainty to the in-
vestment community. It is important that we 
give every American peace of mind when 
placing their money in our savings system. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute printed in the bill shall be con-
sidered by sections as an original bill 
for purpose of amendment, and each 
section is considered read. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he has printed 
in the designated place in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. Those amendments 
will be considered read. 

The Clerk will designate section 1. 
The text of section 1 is as follows: 

H.R. 1185 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act of 
2005’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Merging the BIF and SAIF. 
Sec. 3. Increase in deposit insurance coverage. 
Sec. 4. Setting assessments and repeal of special 

rules relating to minimum assess-
ments and free deposit insurance. 

Sec. 5. Replacement of fixed designated reserve 
ratio with reserve range. 

Sec. 6. Requirements applicable to the risk- 
based assessment system. 

Sec. 7. Refunds, dividends, and credits from De-
posit Insurance Fund. 

Sec. 8. Deposit Insurance Fund restoration 
plans. 

Sec. 9. Regulations required. 
Sec. 10. Studies of FDIC structure and expenses 

and certain activities and further 
possible changes to deposit insur-
ance system. 

Sec. 11. Bi-annual FDIC survey and report on 
increasing the deposit base by en-
couraging use of depository insti-
tutions by the unbanked. 

Sec. 12. Technical and conforming amendments 
to the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Act relating to the merger of the 
BIF and SAIF. 

Sec. 13. Other technical and conforming amend-
ments relating to the merger of the 
BIF and SAIF. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 
amendments to section 1? 

If not, the Clerk will designate sec-
tion 2. 

The text of section 2 is as follows: 
SEC. 2. MERGING THE BIF AND SAIF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) MERGER.—The Bank Insurance Fund and 

the Savings Association Insurance Fund shall 
be merged into the Deposit Insurance Fund. 

(2) DISPOSITION OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES.— 
All assets and liabilities of the Bank Insurance 
Fund and the Savings Association Insurance 
Fund shall be transferred to the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund. 

(3) NO SEPARATE EXISTENCE.—The separate ex-
istence of the Bank Insurance Fund and the 
Savings Association Insurance Fund shall cease 
on the effective date of the merger thereof under 
this section. 

(b) REPEAL OF OUTDATED MERGER PROVI-
SION.—Section 2704 of the Deposit Insurance 
Funds Act of 1996 (12 U.S.C. 1821 note) is re-
pealed. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall take 
effect on the first day of the first calendar quar-
ter that begins after the end of the 90-day period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the remainder 
of the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute be printed in the 
RECORD and open to amendment at any 
point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the remainder of the com-

mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute is as follows: 
SEC. 3. INCREASE IN DEPOSIT INSURANCE COV-

ERAGE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(a)(1) of the Fed-

eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(a)(1)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (B) and inserting 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) NET AMOUNT OF INSURED DEPOSIT.—The 
net amount due to any depositor at an insured 
depository institution shall not exceed the 
standard maximum deposit insurance amount as 
determined in accordance with subparagraphs 
(C), (D), (E) and (F) and paragraph (3).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(E) STANDARD MAXIMUM DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
AMOUNT DEFINED.—For purposes of this Act, the 
term ‘standard maximum deposit insurance 
amount’ means— 

‘‘(i) until the effective date of final regula-
tions prescribed pursuant to section 9(a)(2) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act of 
2005, $100,000; and 

‘‘(ii) on and after such effective date, $130,000, 
adjusted as provided under subparagraph (F). 

‘‘(F) INFLATION ADJUSTMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—By April 1 of 2007, and the 

1st day of each subsequent 5-year period, the 
Board of Directors and the National Credit 
Union Administration Board shall jointly pre-
scribe the amount by which the standard max-
imum deposit insurance amount and the stand-
ard maximum share insurance amount (as de-
fined in section 207(k) of the Federal Credit 
Union Act) applicable to any depositor at an in-
sured depository institution shall be increased 
by calculating the product of— 

‘‘(I) $130,000; and 
‘‘(II) the ratio of the value of the Personal 

Consumption Expenditures Chain-Type Index 
(or any successor index thereto), published by 
the Department of Commerce, as of December 31 
of the year preceding the year in which the ad-
justment is calculated under this clause, to the 
value of such index as of the date this subpara-
graph takes effect. 

‘‘(ii) ROUNDING.—If the amount determined 
under clause (ii) for any period is not a multiple 
of $10,000, the amount so determined shall be 
rounded to the nearest $10,000. 

‘‘(iii) PUBLICATION AND REPORT TO THE CON-
GRESS.—Not later than April 5 of any calendar 
year in which an adjustment is required to be 
calculated under clause (i) to the standard max-
imum deposit insurance amount and the stand-
ard maximum share insurance amount under 
such clause, the Board of Directors and the Na-
tional Credit Union Administration Board 
shall— 

‘‘(I) publish in the Federal Register the stand-
ard maximum deposit insurance amount, the 
standard maximum share insurance amount, 
and the amount of coverage under paragraph 
(3)(A) and section 207(k)(3) of the Federal Credit 
Union Act, as so calculated; and 

‘‘(II) jointly submit a report to the Congress 
containing the amounts described in subclause 
(I). 

‘‘(iv) 6-MONTH IMPLEMENTATION PERIOD.—Un-
less an Act of Congress enacted before July 1 of 
the calendar year in which an adjustment is re-
quired to be calculated under clause (i) provides 
otherwise, the increase in the standard max-
imum deposit insurance amount and the stand-
ard maximum share insurance amount shall 
take effect on January 1 of the year immediately 
succeeding such calendar year.’’. 

(b) COVERAGE FOR CERTAIN EMPLOYEE BEN-
EFIT PLAN DEPOSITS.—Section 11(a)(1)(D) of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1821(a)(1)(D)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(D) COVERAGE FOR CERTAIN EMPLOYEE BEN-
EFIT PLAN DEPOSITS.— 

‘‘(i) PASS-THROUGH INSURANCE.—The Corpora-
tion shall provide pass-through deposit insur-
ance for the deposits of any employee benefit 
plan. 

‘‘(ii) PROHIBITION ON ACCEPTANCE OF BENEFIT 
PLAN DEPOSITS.—An insured depository institu-
tion that is not well capitalized or adequately 
capitalized may not accept employee benefit 
plan deposits. 

‘‘(iii) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
paragraph, the following definitions shall 
apply: 

‘‘(I) CAPITAL STANDARDS.—The terms ‘well 
capitalized’ and ‘adequately capitalized’ have 
the same meanings as in section 38. 

‘‘(II) EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN.—The term ‘em-
ployee benefit plan’ has the same meaning as in 
paragraph (8)(B)(ii), and includes any eligible 
deferred compensation plan described in section 
457 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

‘‘(III) PASS-THROUGH DEPOSIT INSURANCE.— 
The term ‘pass-through deposit insurance’ 
means, with respect to an employee benefit plan, 
deposit insurance coverage provided on a pro 
rata basis to the participants in the plan, in ac-
cordance with the interest of each participant.’’. 

(c) DOUBLING OF DEPOSIT INSURANCE FOR 
CERTAIN RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS.—Section 
11(a)(3)(A) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1821(a)(3)(A)) is amended by striking 
‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘2 times the standard 
maximum deposit insurance amount (as deter-
mined under paragraph (1))’’. 

(d) INCREASED INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR MU-
NICIPAL DEPOSITS.—Section 11(a)(2) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(a)(2)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by moving the margins of clauses (i) 

through (v) 4 ems to the right; 
(B) by striking, in the matter following clause 

(v), ‘‘such depositor shall’’ and all that follows 
through the period; and 

(C) by striking the semicolon at the end of 
clause (v) and inserting a period; 

(2) by striking ‘‘(2)(A) Notwithstanding’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘a depositor who is—’’ 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) MUNICIPAL DEPOSITORS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any limi-

tation in this Act or in any other provision of 
law relating to the amount of deposit insurance 
available to any 1 depositor— 

‘‘(i) a municipal depositor shall, for the pur-
pose of determining the amount of insured de-
posits under this subsection, be deemed to be a 
depositor separate and distinct from any other 
officer, employee, or agent of the United States 
or any public unit referred to in subparagraph 
(E); and 

‘‘(ii) except as provided in subparagraph (B), 
the deposits of a municipal depositor shall be in-
sured in an amount equal to the standard max-
imum deposit insurance amount (as determined 
under paragraph (1)). 

‘‘(B) IN-STATE MUNICIPAL DEPOSITORS.—In the 
case of the deposits of an in-State municipal de-
positor described in clause (ii), (iii), (iv), or (v) 
of subparagraph (E) at an insured depository 
institution, such deposits shall be insured in an 
amount not to exceed the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) $2,000,000; or 
‘‘(ii) the sum of the standard maximum de-

posit insurance amount and 80 percent of the 
amount of any deposits in excess of the stand-
ard maximum deposit insurance amount. 

‘‘(C) MUNICIPAL DEPOSIT PARITY.—No State 
may deny to insured depository institutions 
within its jurisdiction the authority to accept 
deposits insured under this paragraph, or pro-
hibit the making of such deposits in such insti-
tutions by any in-State municipal depositor. 

‘‘(D) IN-STATE MUNICIPAL DEPOSITOR DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘in-State municipal depositor’ means a mu-
nicipal depositor that is located in the same 
State as the office or branch of the insured de-
pository institution at which the deposits of that 
depositor are held. 

‘‘(E) MUNICIPAL DEPOSITOR.—In this para-
graph, the term ‘municipal depositor’ means a 
depositor that is—’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘(B) The’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(F) AUTHORITY TO LIMIT DEPOSITS.—The’’; 
and 

(4) by striking ‘‘depositor referred to in sub-
paragraph (A) of this paragraph’’ each place 
such term appears and inserting ‘‘municipal de-
positor’’. 
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(e) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMENDMENT 

RELATING TO INSURANCE OF TRUST FUNDS.— 
Paragraphs (1) and (3) of section 7(i) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(i)) 
are each amended by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the standard maximum deposit insur-
ance amount (as determined under section 
11(a)(1))’’. 

(f) OTHER TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 
AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) Section 11(m)(6) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1821(m)(6)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘an amount 
equal to the standard maximum deposit insur-
ance amount’’. 

(2) Subsection (a) of section 18 of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1828(a)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) INSURANCE LOGO.— 
‘‘(1) INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Each insured depository 

institution shall display at each place of busi-
ness maintained by that institution a sign or 
signs relating to the insurance of the deposits of 
the institution, in accordance with regulations 
to be prescribed by the Corporation. 

‘‘(B) STATEMENT TO BE INCLUDED.—Each sign 
required under subparagraph (A) shall include 
a statement that insured deposits are backed by 
the full faith and credit of the United States 
Government. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—The Corporation shall 
prescribe regulations to carry out this sub-
section, including regulations governing the 
substance of signs required by paragraph (1) 
and the manner of display or use of such signs. 

‘‘(3) PENALTIES.—For each day that an in-
sured depository institution continues to violate 
this subsection or any regulation issued under 
this subsection, it shall be subject to a penalty 
of not more than $100, which the Corporation 
may recover for its use.’’. 

(3) Section 43(d) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831t(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘an amount 
equal to the standard maximum deposit insur-
ance amount’’. 

(4) Section 6 of the International Banking Act 
of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3104) is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ each place such 
term appears and inserting ‘‘an amount equal to 
the standard maximum deposit insurance 
amount’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(e) STANDARD MAXIMUM DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
AMOUNT DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘standard maximum deposit insurance 
amount’ means the amount of the maximum 
amount of deposit insurance as determined 
under section 11(a)(1) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act.’’. 

(g) CONFORMING CHANGE TO CREDIT UNION 
SHARE INSURANCE FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 207(k) of the Federal 
Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 1787(k)) is amend-
ed— 

(A) by striking ‘‘(k)(1)’’ and all that follows 
through the end of paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(k) INSURED AMOUNTS PAYABLE.— 
‘‘(1) NET INSURED AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions of 

paragraph (2), the net amount of share insur-
ance payable to any member at an insured cred-
it union shall not exceed the total amount of the 
shares or deposits in the name of the member 
(after deducting offsets), less any part thereof 
which is in excess of the standard maximum 
share insurance amount, as determined in ac-
cordance with this paragraph and paragraphs 
(5) and (6), and consistently with actions taken 
by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
under section 11(a) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act. 

‘‘(B) AGGREGATION.—Determination of the net 
amount of share insurance under subparagraph 
(A), shall be in accordance with such regula-

tions as the Board may prescribe, and, in deter-
mining the amount payable to any member, 
there shall be added together all accounts in the 
credit union maintained by that member for that 
member’s own benefit, either in the member’s 
own name or in the names of others. 

‘‘(C) AUTHORITY TO DEFINE THE EXTENT OF 
COVERAGE.—The Board may define, with such 
classifications and exceptions as it may pre-
scribe, the extent of the share insurance cov-
erage provided for member accounts, including 
member accounts in the name of a minor, in 
trust, or in joint tenancy.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in clauses (i) through (v), by moving the 

margins 4 ems to the right; 
(II) in the matter following clause (v), by 

striking ‘‘his account’’ and all that follows 
through the period; and 

(III) by striking the semicolon at the end of 
clause (v) and inserting a period; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘(2)(A) Notwithstanding’’ and 
all that follows through ‘‘a depositor or member 
who is—’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) MUNICIPAL DEPOSITORS OR MEMBERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any limi-

tation in this Act or in any other provision of 
law relating to the amount of insurance avail-
able to any 1 depositor or member, deposits or 
shares of a municipal depositor or member shall 
be insured in an amount equal to the standard 
maximum share insurance amount (as deter-
mined under paragraph (5)), except as provided 
in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) IN-STATE MUNICIPAL DEPOSITORS.—In the 
case of the deposits of an in-State municipal de-
positor described in clause (ii), (iii), (iv), or (v) 
of subparagraph (E) at an insured credit union, 
such deposits shall be insured in an amount 
equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) $2,000,000; or 
‘‘(ii) the sum of the standard maximum de-

posit insurance amount and 80 percent of the 
amount of any deposits in excess of the stand-
ard maximum deposit insurance amount. 

‘‘(C) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—No provision of 
this paragraph shall be construed as author-
izing an insured credit union to accept the de-
posits of a municipal depositor in an amount 
greater than such credit union is authorized to 
accept under any other provision of Federal or 
State law. 

‘‘(D) IN-STATE MUNICIPAL DEPOSITOR DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘in-State municipal depositor’ means a mu-
nicipal depositor that is located in the same 
State as the office or branch of the insured cred-
it union at which the deposits of that depositor 
are held. 

‘‘(E) MUNICIPAL DEPOSITOR.—In this para-
graph, the term ‘municipal depositor’ means a 
depositor that is—’’; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘(B) The’’ and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(F) AUTHORITY TO LIMIT DEPOSITS.—The’’; 
and 

(iv) by striking ‘‘depositor or member referred 
to in subparagraph (A)’’ and inserting ‘‘munic-
ipal depositor or member’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(4) COVERAGE FOR CERTAIN EMPLOYEE BEN-
EFIT PLAN DEPOSITS.— 

‘‘(A) PASS-THROUGH INSURANCE.—The Admin-
istration shall provide pass-through share insur-
ance for the deposits or shares of any employee 
benefit plan. 

‘‘(B) PROHIBITION ON ACCEPTANCE OF DEPOS-
ITS.—An insured credit union that is not well 
capitalized or adequately capitalized may not 
accept employee benefit plan deposits. 

‘‘(C) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this para-
graph, the following definitions shall apply: 

‘‘(i) CAPITAL STANDARDS.—The terms ‘well 
capitalized’ and ‘adequately capitalized’ have 
the same meanings as in section 216(c). 

‘‘(ii) EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLAN.—The term ‘em-
ployee benefit plan’— 

‘‘(I) has the meaning given to such term in 
section 3(3) of the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974; 

‘‘(II) includes any plan described in section 
401(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; and 

‘‘(III) includes any eligible deferred com-
pensation plan described in section 457 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986. 

‘‘(iii) PASS-THROUGH SHARE INSURANCE.—The 
term ‘pass-through share insurance’ means, 
with respect to an employee benefit plan, insur-
ance coverage provided on a pro rata basis to 
the participants in the plan, in accordance with 
the interest of each participant. 

‘‘(D) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—No provision 
of this paragraph shall be construed as author-
izing an insured credit union to accept the de-
posits of an employee benefit plan in an amount 
greater than such credit union is authorized to 
accept under any other provision of Federal or 
State law. 

‘‘(5) STANDARD MAXIMUM SHARE INSURANCE 
AMOUNT DEFINED.—For purposes of this Act, the 
term ‘standard maximum share insurance 
amount’ means— 

‘‘(A) until the effective date of final regula-
tions prescribed pursuant to section 9(a)(2) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act of 
2005, $100,000; and 

‘‘(B) on and after such effective date, $130,000, 
adjusted as provided under section 11(a)(1)(F) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act.’’. 

(2) DOUBLING OF SHARE INSURANCE FOR CER-
TAIN RETIREMENT ACCOUNTS.—Section 207(k)(3) 
of the Federal Credit Union Act (12 U.S.C. 
1787(k)(3)) is amended by striking ‘‘$100,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2 times the standard maximum 
share insurance amount (as determined under 
paragraph (1))’’. 

(h) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date the final regulations required 
under section 9(a)(2) take effect. 
SEC. 4. SETTING ASSESSMENTS AND REPEAL OF 

SPECIAL RULES RELATING TO MIN-
IMUM ASSESSMENTS AND FREE DE-
POSIT INSURANCE. 

(a) SETTING ASSESSMENTS.—Section 7(b)(2) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1817(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B) and 
inserting the following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board of Directors 
shall set assessments for insured depository in-
stitutions in such amounts as the Board of Di-
rectors may determine to be necessary or appro-
priate, subject to subparagraph (D). 

‘‘(B) FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED.—In setting 
assessments under subparagraph (A), the Board 
of Directors shall consider the following factors: 

‘‘(i) The estimated operating expenses of the 
Deposit Insurance Fund. 

‘‘(ii) The estimated case resolution expenses 
and income of the Deposit Insurance Fund. 

‘‘(iii) The projected effects of the payment of 
assessments on the capital and earnings of in-
sured depository institutions. 

‘‘(iv) the risk factors and other factors taken 
into account pursuant to paragraph (1) under 
the risk-based assessment system, including the 
requirement under such paragraph to maintain 
a risk-based system. 

‘‘(v) Any other factors the Board of Directors 
may determine to be appropriate.’’; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) BASE RATE FOR ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In setting assessment rates 

pursuant to subparagraph (A), the Board of Di-
rectors shall establish a base rate of not more 
than 1 basis point (exclusive of any credit or 
dividend) for those insured depository institu-
tions in the lowest-risk category under the risk- 
based assessment system established pursuant to 
paragraph (1). No insured depository institution 
shall be barred from the lowest-risk category 
solely because of size. 

‘‘(ii) SUSPENSION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
during any period in which the reserve ratio of 
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the Deposit Insurance Fund is less than the 
amount which is equal to 1.15 percent of the ag-
gregate estimated insured deposits.’’. 

(b) ASSESSMENT RECORDKEEPING PERIOD 
SHORTENED.—Paragraph (5) of section 7(b) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1817(b)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(5) DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION REQUIRED TO 
MAINTAIN ASSESSMENT-RELATED RECORDS.—Each 
insured depository institution shall maintain all 
records that the Corporation may require for 
verifying the correctness of any assessment on 
the insured depository institution under this 
subsection until the later of— 

‘‘(A) the end of the 3-year period beginning on 
the due date of the assessment; or 

‘‘(B) in the case of a dispute between the in-
sured depository institution and the Corpora-
tion with respect to such assessment, the date of 
a final determination of any such dispute.’’. 

(c) INCREASE IN FEES FOR LATE ASSESSMENT 
PAYMENTS.—Subsection (h) of section 18 of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1828(h)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(h) PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO TIMELY PAY 
ASSESSMENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3), 
any insured depository institution which fails or 
refuses to pay any assessment shall be subject to 
a penalty in an amount not more than 1 percent 
of the amount of the assessment due for each 
day that such violation continues. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION IN CASE OF DISPUTE.—Para-
graph (1) shall not apply if— 

‘‘(A) the failure to pay an assessment is due to 
a dispute between the insured depository insti-
tution and the Corporation over the amount of 
such assessment; and 

‘‘(B) the insured depository institution depos-
its security satisfactory to the Corporation for 
payment upon final determination of the issue. 

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR SMALL ASSESSMENT 
AMOUNTS.—If the amount of the assessment 
which an insured depository institution fails or 
refuses to pay is less than $10,000 at the time of 
such failure or refusal, the amount of any pen-
alty to which such institution is subject under 
paragraph (1) shall not exceed $100 for each day 
that such violation continues. 

‘‘(4) AUTHORITY TO MODIFY OR REMIT PEN-
ALTY.—The Corporation, in the sole discretion 
of the Corporation, may compromise, modify or 
remit any penalty which the Corporation may 
assess or has already assessed under paragraph 
(1) upon a finding that good cause prevented 
the timely payment of an assessment.’’. 

(d) ASSESSMENTS FOR LIFELINE ACCOUNTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 232 of the Federal 

Deposit Insurance Corporation Improvement Act 
of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 1834) is amended by striking 
subsection (c). 

(2) CLARIFICATION OF RATE APPLICABLE TO DE-
POSITS ATTRIBUTABLE TO LIFELINE ACCOUNTS.— 
Section 7(b)(2)(H) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)(2)(H)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘at a rate determined in accordance 
with such Act’’ and inserting ‘‘at 1⁄2 the assess-
ment rate otherwise applicable for such insured 
depository institution’’. 

(3) REGULATIONS.—Section 232(a)(1) of the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation Im-
provement Act of 1991 (12 U.S.C. 1834(a)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, and the’’. 

(e) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) Paragraph (3) of section 7(a) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(a)(3)) 
is amended by striking the 3d sentence and in-
serting the following: ‘‘Such reports of condition 
shall be the basis for the certified statements to 
be filed pursuant to subsection (c).’’. 

(2) Subparagraphs (B)(ii) and (C) of section 
7(b)(1) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 
U.S.C. 1817(b)(1)) are each amended by striking 
‘‘semiannual’’ where such term appears in each 
such subparagraph. 

(3) Section 7(b)(2) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)(2)) is amended— 

(A) by striking subparagraphs (E), (F), and 
(G); 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘semi-
annual’’; and 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (H) (as 
amended by subsection (e)(2) of this section) as 
subparagraph (E). 

(4) Section 7(b) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (4) and redesignating paragraphs 
(5) (as amended by subsection (b) of this sec-
tion), (6), and (7) as paragraphs (4), (5), and (6) 
respectively. 

(5) Section 7(c) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(c)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘semi-
annual’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘semi-
annual’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘semiannual 
period’’ and inserting ‘‘initial assessment pe-
riod’’. 

(6) Section 8(p) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1818(p)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘semiannual’’. 

(7) Section 8(q) of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1818(q)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘semiannual period’’ and inserting ‘‘assess-
ment period’’. 

(8) Section 13(c)(4)(G)(ii)(II) of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1823(c)(4)(G)(ii)(II)) is amended by striking 
‘‘semiannual period’’ and inserting ‘‘assessment 
period’’. 

(9) Section 232(a) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991 
(12 U.S.C. 1834(a)) is amended— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A) 
of paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the Board and’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (J) of paragraph (2), by 
striking ‘‘the Board’’ and inserting ‘‘the Cor-
poration’’; 

(C) by striking subparagraph (A) of para-
graph (3) and inserting the following new sub-
paragraph: 

‘‘(A) CORPORATION.—The term ‘Corporation’ 
means the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion.’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (C) of paragraph (3), by 
striking ‘‘Board’’ and inserting ‘‘Corporation’’. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date that the final regulations re-
quired under section 9(a)(5) take effect. 
SEC. 5. REPLACEMENT OF FIXED DESIGNATED 

RESERVE RATIO WITH RESERVE 
RANGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b)(3) of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)(3)) 
is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(3) DESIGNATED RESERVE RATIO.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Board of Directors 

shall designate, by regulation after notice and 
opportunity for comment, the reserve ratio ap-
plicable with respect to the Deposit Insurance 
Fund. 

‘‘(ii) NOT LESS THAN ANNUAL REDETERMINA-
TION.—A determination under clause (i) shall be 
made by the Board of Directors at least before 
the beginning of each calendar year, for such 
calendar year, and at such other times as the 
Board of Directors may determine to be appro-
priate. 

‘‘(B) RANGE.—The reserve ratio designated by 
the Board of Directors for any year— 

‘‘(i) may not exceed 1.4 percent of estimated 
insured deposits; and 

‘‘(ii) may not be less than 1.15 percent of esti-
mated insured deposits. 

‘‘(C) FACTORS.—In designating a reserve ratio 
for any year, the Board of Directors shall— 

‘‘(i) take into account the risk of losses to the 
Deposit Insurance Fund in such year and fu-
ture years, including historic experience and po-
tential and estimated losses from insured deposi-
tory institutions; 

‘‘(ii) take into account economic conditions 
generally affecting insured depository institu-

tions so as to allow the designated reserve ratio 
to increase during more favorable economic con-
ditions and to decrease during less favorable 
economic conditions, notwithstanding the in-
creased risks of loss that may exist during such 
less favorable conditions, as determined to be 
appropriate by the Board of Directors; 

‘‘(iii) seek to prevent sharp swings in the as-
sessment rates for insured depository institu-
tions; and 

‘‘(iv) take into account such other factors as 
the Board of Directors may determine to be ap-
propriate, consistent with the requirements of 
this subparagraph. 

‘‘(D) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED CHANGE IN 
RATIO.—In soliciting comment on any proposed 
change in the designated reserve ratio in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (A), the Board of 
Directors shall include in the published proposal 
a thorough analysis of the data and projections 
on which the proposal is based.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 3(y) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (12 U.S.C. 1813(y)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(y) The term’’ and insert-
ing(y) Definitions Relating to Deposit Insurance 
Fund.— 

‘‘(1) DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUND.—The term’’; 
and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) (as so des-
ignated by paragraph (1) of this subsection) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(2) DESIGNATED RESERVE RATIO.—The term 
‘designated reserve ratio’ means the reserve 
ratio designated by the Board of Directors in ac-
cordance with section 7(b)(3).’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the date that the final regulations re-
quired under section 9(a)(1) take effect. 
SEC. 6. REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO THE 

RISK-BASED ASSESSMENT SYSTEM. 
Section 7(b)(1) of the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)(1)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graphs: 

‘‘(E) INFORMATION CONCERNING RISK OF LOSS 
AND ECONOMIC CONDITIONS.— 

‘‘(i) SOURCES OF INFORMATION.—For purposes 
of determining risk of losses at insured deposi-
tory institutions and economic conditions gen-
erally affecting depository institutions, the Cor-
poration shall collect information, as appro-
priate, from all sources the Board of Directors 
considers appropriate, such as reports of condi-
tion, inspection reports, and other information 
from all Federal banking agencies, any informa-
tion available from State bank supervisors, State 
insurance and securities regulators, the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission (including infor-
mation described in section 35), the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, the Farm Credit Administration, 
the Federal Trade Commission, any Federal re-
serve bank or Federal home loan bank, and 
other regulators of financial institutions, and 
any information available from credit rating en-
tities, and other private economic or business 
analysts. 

‘‘(ii) CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL BANKING 
AGENCIES.— 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
clause (II), in assessing the risk of loss to the 
Deposit Insurance Fund with respect to any in-
sured depository institution, the Corporation 
shall consult with the appropriate Federal 
banking agency of such institution. 

‘‘(II) TREATMENT ON AGGREGATE BASIS.—In 
the case of insured depository institutions that 
are well capitalized (as defined in section 38) 
and, in the most recent examination, were found 
to be well managed, the consultation under sub-
clause (I) concerning the assessment of the risk 
of loss posed by such institutions may be made 
on an aggregate basis. 

‘‘(iii) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—No provision 
of this paragraph shall be construed as pro-
viding any new authority for the Corporation to 
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require submission of information by insured de-
pository institutions to the Corporation. 

‘‘(F) MODIFICATIONS TO THE RISK-BASED AS-
SESSMENT SYSTEM ALLOWED ONLY AFTER NOTICE 
AND COMMENT.—In revising or modifying the 
risk-based assessment system at any time after 
the date of the enactment of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Reform Act of 2005, the Board of Di-
rectors may implement such revisions or modi-
fication in final form only after notice and op-
portunity for comment.’’. 
SEC. 7. REFUNDS, DIVIDENDS, AND CREDITS 

FROM DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUND. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section 7 of 

the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1817(e)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) REFUNDS, DIVIDENDS, AND CREDITS.— 
‘‘(1) REFUNDS OF OVERPAYMENTS.—In the case 

of any payment of an assessment by an insured 
depository institution in excess of the amount 
due to the Corporation, the Corporation may— 

‘‘(A) refund the amount of the excess payment 
to the insured depository institution; or 

‘‘(B) credit such excess amount toward the 
payment of subsequent assessments until such 
credit is exhausted. 

‘‘(2) DIVIDENDS FROM EXCESS AMOUNTS IN DE-
POSIT INSURANCE FUND.— 

‘‘(A) RESERVE RATIO IN EXCESS OF 1.4 PERCENT 
OF ESTIMATED INSURED DEPOSITS.—Whenever 
the reserve ratio of the Deposit Insurance Fund 
exceeds 1.4 percent of estimated insured depos-
its, the Corporation shall declare the amount in 
the Fund in excess of the amount required to 
maintain the reserve ratio at 1.4 percent of esti-
mated insured deposits, as dividends to be paid 
to insured depository institutions. 

‘‘(B) RESERVE RATIO EQUAL TO OR IN EXCESS 
OF 1.35 PERCENT OF ESTIMATED INSURED DEPOSITS 
AND NOT MORE THAN 1.4 PERCENT.—Whenever the 
reserve ratio of the Deposit Insurance Fund 
equals or exceeds 1.35 percent of estimated in-
sured deposits and is not more than 1.4 percent 
of such deposits, the Corporation shall declare 
the amount in the Fund that is equal to 50 per-
cent of the amount in excess of the amount re-
quired to maintain the reserve ratio at 1.35 per-
cent of the estimated insured deposits as divi-
dends to be paid to insured depository institu-
tions. 

‘‘(C) BASIS FOR DISTRIBUTION OF DIVIDENDS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Solely for the purposes of 

dividend distribution under this paragraph and 
credit distribution under paragraph (3)(B), the 
Corporation shall determine each insured depos-
itory institution’s relative contribution to the 
Deposit Insurance Fund (or any predecessor de-
posit insurance fund) for calculating such insti-
tution’s share of any dividend or credit declared 
under this paragraph or paragraph (3)(B), tak-
ing into account the factors described in clause 
(ii). 

‘‘(ii) FACTORS FOR DISTRIBUTION.—In imple-
menting this paragraph and paragraph (3)(B) in 
accordance with regulations, the Corporation 
shall take into account the following factors: 

‘‘(I) The ratio of the assessment base of an in-
sured depository institution (including any 
predecessor) on December 31, 1996, to the assess-
ment base of all eligible insured depository insti-
tutions on that date. 

‘‘(II) The total amount of assessments paid on 
or after January 1, 1997, by an insured deposi-
tory institution (including any predecessor) to 
the Deposit Insurance Fund (and any prede-
cessor deposit insurance fund). 

‘‘(III) That portion of assessments paid by an 
insured depository institution (including any 
predecessor) that reflects higher levels of risk as-
sumed by such institution. 

‘‘(IV) Such other factors as the Corporation 
may determine to be appropriate. 

‘‘(D) NOTICE AND OPPORTUNITY FOR COM-
MENT.—The Corporation shall prescribe by regu-
lation, after notice and opportunity for com-
ment, the method for the calculation, declara-
tion, and payment of dividends under this para-
graph. 

‘‘(3) CREDIT POOL.— 
‘‘(A) ONE-TIME CREDIT BASED ON TOTAL AS-

SESSMENT BASE AT YEAR-END 1996.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Before the end of the 270- 

day period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of the Federal Deposit Insurance Reform 
Act of 2005, the Board of Directors shall, by reg-
ulation, provide for a credit to each eligible in-
sured depository institution, based on the as-
sessment base of the institution (including any 
predecessor institution) on December 31, 1996, as 
compared to the combined aggregate assessment 
base of all eligible insured depository institu-
tions, taking into account such factors as the 
Board of Directors may determine to be appro-
priate. 

‘‘(ii) CREDIT LIMIT.—The aggregate amount of 
credits available under clause (i) to all eligible 
insured depository institutions shall equal the 
amount that the Corporation could collect if the 
Corporation imposed an assessment of 12 basis 
points on the combined assessment base of the 
Bank Insurance Fund and the Savings Associa-
tion Insurance Fund as of December 31, 2001. 

‘‘(iii) ELIGIBLE INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITU-
TION DEFINED.—For purposes of this paragraph, 
the term ‘eligible insured depository institution’ 
means any insured depository institution that— 

‘‘(I) was in existence on December 31, 1996, 
and paid a deposit insurance assessment prior to 
that date; or 

‘‘(II) is a successor to any insured depository 
institution described in subclause (I). 

‘‘(iv) APPLICATION OF CREDITS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a credit to 

any eligible insured depository institution under 
this paragraph shall be applied by the Corpora-
tion, subject to subsection (b)(3)(E), to the as-
sessments imposed on such institution under 
subsection (b) that become due for assessment 
periods beginning after the effective date of reg-
ulations prescribed under clause (i). 

‘‘(II) REGULATIONS.—The regulations pre-
scribed under clause (i) shall establish the quali-
fications and procedures governing the applica-
tion of assessment credits pursuant to subclause 
(I). 

‘‘(v) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF CREDIT FOR 
CERTAIN DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS.—In the case 
of an insured depository institution that exhib-
its financial, operational, or compliance weak-
nesses ranging from moderately severe to unsat-
isfactory, or is not adequately capitalized (as 
defined in section 38) at the beginning of an as-
sessment period, the amount of any credit al-
lowed under this paragraph against the assess-
ment on that depository institution for such pe-
riod may not exceed the amount calculated by 
applying to that depository institution the aver-
age assessment rate on all insured depository in-
stitutions for such assessment period. 

‘‘(vi) PREDECESSOR DEFINED.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘predecessor’, when 
used with respect to any insured depository in-
stitution, includes any other insured depository 
institution acquired by or merged with such in-
sured depository institution. 

‘‘(B) ON-GOING CREDIT POOL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the credit 

provided pursuant to subparagraph (A) and 
subject to the limitation contained in clause (v) 
of such subparagraph, the Corporation shall, by 
regulation, establish an on-going system of cred-
its to be applied against future assessments 
under subsection (b)(1) on the same basis as the 
dividends provided under paragraph (2)(C). 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION ON CREDITS UNDER CERTAIN 
CIRCUMSTANCES.—No credits may be awarded by 
the Corporation under this subparagraph dur-
ing any period in which— 

‘‘(I) the reserve ratio of the Deposit Insurance 
Fund is less than the designated reserve ratio of 
such Fund; or 

‘‘(II) the reserve ratio of the Fund is less than 
1.25 percent of the amount of estimated insured 
deposits. 

‘‘(iii) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION.—In de-
termining the amounts of any assessment credits 

under this subparagraph, the Board of Directors 
shall take into account the factors for desig-
nating the reserve ratio under subsection (b)(3) 
and the factors for setting assessments under 
subsection (b)(2)(B). 

‘‘(4) ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The regulations prescribed 

under paragraph (2)(D) and subparagraphs (A) 
and (B) of paragraph (3) shall include provi-
sions allowing an insured depository institution 
a reasonable opportunity to challenge adminis-
tratively the amount of the credit or dividend 
determined under paragraph (2) or (3) for such 
institution. 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW.—Any review 
under subparagraph (A) of any determination of 
the Corporation under paragraph (2) or (3) shall 
be final and not subject to judicial review.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF RESERVE RATIO.—Section 
3(y) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 
U.S.C. 1813(y)) (as amended by section 5(b) of 
this Act) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) RESERVE RATIO.—The term ‘reserve ratio’, 
when used with regard to the Deposit Insurance 
Fund other than in connection with a reference 
to the designated reserve ratio, means the ratio 
of the net worth of the Deposit Insurance Fund 
to the value of the aggregate estimated insured 
deposits.’’. 
SEC. 8. DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUND RESTORA-

TION PLANS. 
Section 7(b)(3) of the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(b)(3)) (as amended by 
section 5(a) of this Act) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) DIF RESTORATION PLANS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Whenever— 
‘‘(I) the Corporation projects that the reserve 

ratio of the Deposit Insurance Fund will, within 
6 months of such determination, fall below the 
minimum amount specified in subparagraph 
(B)(ii) for the designated reserve ratio; or 

‘‘(II) the reserve ratio of the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund actually falls below the minimum 
amount specified in subparagraph (B)(ii) for the 
designated reserve ratio without any determina-
tion under subclause (I) having been made, 
the Corporation shall establish and implement a 
Deposit Insurance Fund restoration plan within 
90 days that meets the requirements of clause 
(ii) and such other conditions as the Corpora-
tion determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS OF RESTORATION PLAN.—A 
Deposit Insurance Fund restoration plan meets 
the requirements of this clause if the plan pro-
vides that the reserve ratio of the Fund will 
meet or exceed the minimum amount specified in 
subparagraph (B)(ii) for the designated reserve 
ratio before the end of the 10-year period begin-
ning upon the implementation of the plan. 

‘‘(iii) RESTRICTION ON ASSESSMENT CREDITS.— 
As part of any restoration plan under this sub-
paragraph, the Corporation may elect to restrict 
the application of assessment credits provided 
under subsection (e)(3) for any period that the 
plan is in effect. 

‘‘(iv) LIMITATION ON RESTRICTION.—Notwith-
standing clause (iii), while any restoration plan 
under this subparagraph is in effect, the Cor-
poration shall apply credits provided to an in-
sured depository institution under subsection 
(e)(3) against any assessment imposed on the in-
stitution for any assessment period in an 
amount equal to the lesser of— 

‘‘(I) the amount of the assessment; or 
‘‘(II) the amount equal to 3 basis points of the 

institution’s assessment base. 
‘‘(v) TRANSPARENCY.—Not more than 30 days 

after the Corporation establishes and imple-
ments a restoration plan under clause (i), the 
Corporation shall publish in the Federal Reg-
ister a detailed analysis of the factors consid-
ered and the basis for the actions taken with re-
gard to the plan.’’. 
SEC. 9. REGULATIONS REQUIRED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
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Board of Directors of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation shall prescribe final regula-
tions, after notice and opportunity for com-
ment— 

(1) designating the reserve ratio for the De-
posit Insurance Fund in accordance with sec-
tion 7(b)(3) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act 
(as amended by section 5 of this Act); 

(2) implementing increases in deposit insur-
ance coverage in accordance with the amend-
ments made by section 3 of this Act; 

(3) implementing the dividend requirement 
under section 7(e)(2) of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act (as amended by section 7 of this 
Act); 

(4) implementing the 1-time assessment credit 
to certain insured depository institutions in ac-
cordance with section 7(e)(3) of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act, as amended by section 7 of 
this Act, including the qualifications and proce-
dures under which the Corporation would apply 
assessment credits; and 

(5) providing for assessments under section 
7(b) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act, as 
amended by this Act. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—No provision of 
this Act or any amendment made by this Act 
shall be construed as affecting the authority of 
the Corporation to set or collect deposit insur-
ance assessments before the effective date of the 
final regulations prescribed under subsection 
(a). 
SEC. 10. STUDIES OF FDIC STRUCTURE AND EX-

PENSES AND CERTAIN ACTIVITIES 
AND FURTHER POSSIBLE CHANGES 
TO DEPOSIT INSURANCE SYSTEM. 

(a) STUDY BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL.— 
(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Comptroller Gen-

eral shall conduct a study of the following 
issues: 

(A) The efficiency and effectiveness of the ad-
ministration of the prompt corrective action pro-
gram under section 38 of the Federal Deposit In-
surance Act by the Federal banking agencies (as 
defined in section 3 of such Act), including the 
degree of effectiveness of such agencies in iden-
tifying troubled depository institutions and tak-
ing effective action with respect to such institu-
tions, and the degree of accuracy of the risk as-
sessments made by the Corporation. 

(B) The appropriateness of the organizational 
structure of the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration for the mission of the Corporation tak-
ing into account— 

(i) the current size and complexity of the busi-
ness of insured depository institutions (as such 
term is defined in section 3 of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act); 

(ii) the extent to which the organizational 
structure contributes to or reduces operational 
inefficiencies that increase operational costs; 
and 

(iii) the effectiveness of internal controls. 
(2) REPORT TO THE CONGRESS.—The Comp-

troller General shall submit a report to the Con-
gress before the end of the 1-year period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of this Act 
containing the findings and conclusions of the 
Comptroller General with respect to the study 
required under paragraph (1) together with such 
recommendations for legislative or administra-
tive action as the Comptroller General may de-
termine to be appropriate. 

(b) STUDY OF FURTHER POSSIBLE CHANGES TO 
DEPOSIT INSURANCE SYSTEM.— 

(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Board of Directors 
of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
and the National Credit Union Administration 
Board shall each conduct a study of the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The feasibility of establishing a voluntary 
deposit insurance system for deposits in excess 
of the maximum amount of deposit insurance for 
any depositor and the potential benefits and the 
potential adverse consequences that may result 
from the establishment of any such system. 

(B) The feasibility of privatizing all deposit 
insurance at insured depository institutions and 
insured credit unions. 

(2) REPORT.—Before the end of the 1-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Board of Directors of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation and the National 
Credit Union Administration Board shall each 
submit a report to the Congress on the study re-
quired under paragraph (1) containing the find-
ings and conclusions of the reporting agency to-
gether with such recommendations for legisla-
tive or administrative changes as the agency 
may determine to be appropriate. 

(c) STUDY REGARDING APPROPRIATE DEPOSIT 
BASE IN DESIGNATING RESERVE RATIO.— 

(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation shall conduct a study of 
the feasibility of using actual domestic deposits 
rather than estimated insured deposits in calcu-
lating the reserve ratio of the Deposit Insurance 
Fund and designating a reserve ratio for such 
Fund. 

(2) REPORT.—The Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation shall submit a report to the Con-
gress before the end of the 1-year period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of this Act 
containing the findings and conclusions of the 
Corporation with respect to the study required 
under paragraph (1) together with such rec-
ommendations for legislative or administrative 
action as the Board of Directors of the Corpora-
tion may determine to be appropriate. 

(d) STUDY OF RESERVE METHODOLOGY AND 
ACCOUNTING FOR LOSS.— 

(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation shall conduct a study of 
the reserve methodology and loss accounting 
used by the Corporation during the period be-
ginning on January 1, 1992, and ending Decem-
ber 31, 2004, with respect to insured depository 
institutions in a troubled condition (as defined 
in the regulations prescribed pursuant to section 
32(f) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act). The 
Corporation shall obtain comments on the de-
sign of the study from the Comptroller General. 

(2) FACTORS TO BE INCLUDED.—In conducting 
the study pursuant to paragraph (1), the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation shall— 

(A) consider the overall effectiveness and ac-
curacy of the methodology used by the Corpora-
tion for establishing and maintaining reserves 
and estimating and accounting for losses at in-
sured depository institutions, during the period 
described in such paragraph; 

(B) consider the appropriateness and reli-
ability of information and criteria used by the 
Corporation in determining— 

(i) whether an insured depository institution 
was in a troubled condition; and 

(ii) the amount of any loss anticipated at such 
institution; 

(C) analyze the actual historical loss experi-
ence over the period described in paragraph (1) 
and the causes of the exceptionally high rate of 
losses experienced by the Corporation in the 
final 3 years of that period; and 

(D) rate the efforts of the Corporation to re-
duce losses in such 3-year period to minimally 
acceptable levels and to historical levels. 

(3) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Board of Direc-
tors of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion shall submit a report to the Congress before 
the end of the 6-month period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act, containing 
the findings and conclusions of the Corporation 
with respect to the study required under para-
graph (1), together with such recommendations 
for legislative or administrative action as the 
Board of Directors may determine to be appro-
priate. Before submitting the report to Congress, 
the Board of Directors shall provide a draft of 
the report to the Comptroller General for com-
ment. 
SEC. 11. BI-ANNUAL FDIC SURVEY AND REPORT 

ON INCREASING THE DEPOSIT BASE 
BY ENCOURAGING USE OF DEPOSI-
TORY INSTITUTIONS BY THE 
UNBANKED. 

The Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 
1811 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 49. BI-ANNUAL FDIC SURVEY AND REPORT 
ON ENCOURAGING USE OF DEPOSI-
TORY INSTITUTIONS BY THE 
UNBANKED. 

‘‘(a) SURVEY REQUIRED.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall con-

duct a bi-annual survey on efforts by insured 
depository institutions to bring those individ-
uals and families who have rarely, if ever, held 
a checking account, a savings account or other 
type of transaction or check cashing account at 
an insured depository institution (hereafter in 
this section referred to as the ‘unbanked’) into 
the conventional finance system. 

‘‘(2) FACTORS AND QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER.— 
In conducting the survey, the Corporation shall 
take the following factors and questions into ac-
count: 

‘‘(A) To what extent do insured depository in-
stitutions promote financial education and fi-
nancial literacy outreach? 

‘‘(B) Which financial education efforts appear 
to be the most effective in bringing ‘unbanked’ 
individuals and families into the conventional 
finance system? 

‘‘(C) What efforts are insured institutions 
making at converting ‘unbanked’ money order, 
wire transfer, and international remittance cus-
tomers into conventional account holders? 

‘‘(D) What cultural, language and identifica-
tion issues as well as transaction costs appear to 
most prevent ‘unbanked’ individuals from estab-
lishing conventional accounts? 

‘‘(E) What is a fair estimate of the size and 
worth of the ‘unbanked’ market in the United 
States? 

‘‘(b) REPORTS.—The Chairperson of the Board 
of Directors shall submit a bi-annual report to 
the Committee on Financial Services of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate containing the Corporation’s findings 
and conclusions with respect to the survey con-
ducted pursuant to subsection (a), together with 
such recommendations for legislative or adminis-
trative action as the Chairperson may determine 
to be appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 12. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-

MENTS TO THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE ACT RELATING TO THE 
MERGER OF THE BIF AND SAIF. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Act (12 U.S.C. 1811 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 3 (12 U.S.C. 1813)— 
(A) by striking subparagraph (B) of sub-

section (a)(1) and inserting the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) includes any former savings associa-
tion.’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (1) of subsection (y) 
(as so designated by section 5(b) of this Act) and 
inserting the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUND.—The term ‘De-
posit Insurance Fund’ means the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund established under section 11(a)(4).’’; 

(2) in section 5(b)(5) (12 U.S.C. 1815(b)(5)), by 
striking ‘‘the Bank Insurance Fund or the Sav-
ings Association Insurance Fund,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund,’’; 

(3) in section 5(c)(4), by striking ‘‘deposit in-
surance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(4) in section 5(d) (12 U.S.C. 1815(d)), by strik-
ing paragraphs (2) and (3) (and any funds re-
sulting from the application of such paragraph 
(2) prior to its repeal shall be deposited into the 
general fund of the Deposit Insurance Fund); 

(5) in section 5(d)(1) (12 U.S.C. 1815(d)(1))— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘reserve 

ratios in the Bank Insurance Fund and the Sav-
ings Association Insurance Fund as required by 
section 7’’ and inserting ‘‘the reserve ratio of the 
Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(2) FEE CREDITED TO THE DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
FUND.—The fee paid by the depository institu-
tion under paragraph (1) shall be credited to the 
Deposit Insurance Fund.’’; 
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(C) by striking ‘‘(1) UNINSURED INSTITU-

TIONS.—’’; and 
(D) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(C) as paragraphs (1) and (3), respectively, and 
moving the left margins 2 ems to the left; 

(6) in section 5(e) (12 U.S.C. 1815(e))— 
(A) in paragraph (5)(A), by striking ‘‘Bank 

Insurance Fund or the Savings Association In-
surance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (6); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (7), (8), and 

(9) as paragraphs (6), (7), and (8), respectively; 
(7) in section 6(5) (12 U.S.C. 1816(5)), by strik-

ing ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund or the Savings Asso-
ciation Insurance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit 
Insurance Fund’’; 

(8) in section 7(b) (12 U.S.C. 1817(b))— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(C), by striking ‘‘deposit 

insurance fund’’ each place that term appears 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking ‘‘each de-
posit insurance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘the De-
posit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated by 
section 4(e)(4) of this Act)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘any such assessment’’ and in-
serting ‘‘any such assessment is necessary’’; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B); 
(iii) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘(A) is necessary—’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund mem-

bers’’ and inserting ‘‘insured depository institu-
tions’’; and 

(III) by redesignating clauses (i), (ii), and (iii) 
as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), respectively, 
and moving the margins 2 ems to the left; and 

(iv) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesig-
nated)— 

(I) by inserting ‘‘that’’ before ‘‘the Corpora-
tion’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting a pe-
riod; 

(9) in section 7(j)(7)(F) (12 U.S.C. 
1817(j)(7)(F)), by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance 
Fund or the Savings Association Insurance 
Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance 
Fund’’; 

(10) in section 8(t)(2)(C) (12 U.S.C. 
1818(t)(2)(C)), by striking ‘‘deposit insurance 
fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(11) in section 11 (12 U.S.C. 1821)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘deposit insurance fund’’ each 

place that term appears and inserting ‘‘Deposit 
Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (4) of subsection (a) 
and inserting the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) DEPOSIT INSURANCE FUND.— 
‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

the Deposit Insurance Fund, which the Cor-
poration shall— 

‘‘(i) maintain and administer; 
‘‘(ii) use to carry out its insurance purposes, 

in the manner provided by this subsection; and 
‘‘(iii) invest in accordance with section 13(a). 
‘‘(B) USES.—The Deposit Insurance Fund 

shall be available to the Corporation for use 
with respect to insured depository institutions 
the deposits of which are insured by the Deposit 
Insurance Fund. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION ON USE.—Notwithstanding 
any provision of law other than section 
13(c)(4)(G), the Deposit Insurance Fund shall 
not be used in any manner to benefit any share-
holder or affiliate (other than an insured depos-
itory institution that receives assistance in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this Act) of— 

‘‘(i) any insured depository institution for 
which the Corporation has been appointed con-
servator or receiver, in connection with any 
type of resolution by the Corporation; 

‘‘(ii) any other insured depository institution 
in default or in danger of default, in connection 
with any type of resolution by the Corporation; 
or 

‘‘(iii) any insured depository institution, in 
connection with the provision of assistance 
under this section or section 13 with respect to 

such institution, except that this clause shall 
not prohibit any assistance to any insured de-
pository institution that is not in default, or 
that is not in danger of default, that is acquir-
ing (as defined in section 13(f)(8)(B)) another 
insured depository institution. 

‘‘(D) DEPOSITS.—All amounts assessed against 
insured depository institutions by the Corpora-
tion shall be deposited into the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund.’’; 

(C) by striking paragraphs (5), (6), and (7) of 
subsection (a); and 

(D) by redesignating paragraph (8) of sub-
section (a) as paragraph (5); 

(12) in section 11(f)(1) (12 U.S.C. 1821(f)(1)), by 
striking ‘‘, except that—’’ and all that follows 
through the end of the paragraph and inserting 
a period; 

(13) in section 11(i)(3) (12 U.S.C. 1821(i)(3))— 
(A) by striking subparagraph (B); 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as sub-

paragraph (B); and 
(C) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesignated), 

by striking ‘‘subparagraphs (A) and (B)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A)’’; 

(14) in section 11(p)(2)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
1821(p)(2)(B)), by striking ‘‘institution, any’’ 
and inserting ‘‘institution, the’’; 

(15) in section 11A(a) (12 U.S.C. 1821a(a))— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘LIABIL-

ITIES.—’’ and all that follows through ‘‘Except’’ 
and inserting ‘‘LIABILITIES.—Except’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2)(B); and 
(C) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘the Bank 

Insurance Fund, the Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund,’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(16) in section 11A(b) (12 U.S.C. 1821a(b)), by 
striking paragraph (4); 

(17) in section 11A(f) (12 U.S.C. 1821a(f)), by 
striking ‘‘Savings Association Insurance Fund’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(18) in section 12(f)(4)(E)(iv) (12 U.S.C. 
1822(f)(4)(E)(iv)), by striking ‘‘Federal deposit 
insurance funds’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit In-
surance Fund (or any predecessor deposit insur-
ance fund)’’; 

(19) in section 13 (12 U.S.C. 1823)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘deposit insurance fund’’ each 

place that term appears and inserting ‘‘Deposit 
Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Bank In-
surance Fund, the Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund,’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance 
Fund’’; 

(C) in subsection (c)(4)(E)— 
(i) in the subparagraph heading, by striking 

‘‘funds’’ and inserting ‘‘fund’’; and 
(ii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘any insurance 

fund’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit Insurance 
Fund’’; 

(D) in subsection (c)(4)(G)(ii)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘appropriate insurance fund’’ 

and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘the members of the insurance 

fund (of which such institution is a member)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘insured depository institutions’’; 

(iii) by striking ‘‘each member’s’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘each insured depository institution’s’’; and 

(iv) by striking ‘‘the member’s’’ each place 
that term appears and inserting ‘‘the institu-
tion’s’’; 

(E) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(11); 

(F) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘Bank In-
surance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(G) in subsection (k)(4)(B)(i), by striking 
‘‘Savings Association Insurance Fund member’’ 
and inserting ‘‘savings association’’; and 

(H) in subsection (k)(5)(A), by striking ‘‘Sav-
ings Association Insurance Fund members’’ and 
inserting ‘‘savings associations’’; 

(20) in section 14(a) (12 U.S.C. 1824(a)), in the 
5th sentence— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund or the 
Savings Association Insurance Fund’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘each such fund’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(21) in section 14(b) (12 U.S.C. 1824(b)), by 
striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund or Savings As-
sociation Insurance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
posit Insurance Fund’’; 

(22) in section 14(c) (12 U.S.C. 1824(c)), by 
striking paragraph (3); 

(23) in section 14(d) (12 U.S.C. 1824(d))— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund mem-

ber’’ each place that term appears and inserting 
‘‘insured depository institution’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund mem-
bers’’ each place that term appears and insert-
ing ‘‘insured depository institutions’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund’’ each 
place that term appears (other than in connec-
tion with a reference to a term amended by sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) of this paragraph) and in-
serting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(D) by striking the subsection heading and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(d) BORROWING FOR THE DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
FUND FROM INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITU-
TIONS.—’’; 

(E) in paragraph (3), in the paragraph head-
ing, by striking ‘‘BIF’’ and inserting ‘‘THE DE-
POSIT INSURANCE FUND’’; and 

(F) in paragraph (5), in the paragraph head-
ing, by striking ‘‘BIF MEMBERS’’ and inserting 
‘‘INSURED DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS’’; 

(24) in section 14 (12 U.S.C. 1824), by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) BORROWING FOR THE DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
FUND FROM FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANKS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may bor-
row from the Federal home loan banks, with the 
concurrence of the Federal Housing Finance 
Board, such funds as the Corporation considers 
necessary for the use of the Deposit Insurance 
Fund. 

‘‘(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Any loan from 
any Federal home loan bank under paragraph 
(1) to the Deposit Insurance Fund shall— 

‘‘(A) bear a rate of interest of not less than 
the current marginal cost of funds to that bank, 
taking into account the maturities involved; 

‘‘(B) be adequately secured, as determined by 
the Federal Housing Finance Board; 

‘‘(C) be a direct liability of the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund; and 

‘‘(D) be subject to the limitations of section 
15(c).’’; 

(25) in section 15(c)(5) (12 U.S.C. 1825(c)(5))— 
(A) by striking ‘‘the Bank Insurance Fund or 

Savings Association Insurance Fund, respec-
tively’’ each place that term appears and insert-
ing ‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the 
Bank Insurance Fund or the Savings Associa-
tion Insurance Fund, respectively’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(26) in section 17(a) (12 U.S.C. 1827(a))— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘BIF, SAIF,’’ and inserting ‘‘THE DEPOSIT IN-
SURANCE FUND’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘the Bank Insurance Fund, the 

Savings Association Insurance Fund,’’ each 
place that term appears and inserting ‘‘the De-
posit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘each in-
surance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit In-
surance Fund’’; 

(27) in section 17(d) (12 U.S.C. 1827(d)), by 
striking ‘‘, the Bank Insurance Fund, the Sav-
ings Association Insurance Fund,’’ each place 
that term appears and inserting ‘‘the Deposit 
Insurance Fund’’; 

(28) in section 18(m)(3) (12 U.S.C. 1828(m)(3))— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Savings Association Insur-

ance Fund’’ in the 1st sentence of subparagraph 
(A) and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund member’’ in the last sentence of sub-
paragraph (A) and inserting ‘‘savings associa-
tion’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund or the Bank Insurance Fund’’ in 
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subparagraph (C) and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(29) in section 18(o) (12 U.S.C. 1828(o)), by 
striking ‘‘deposit insurance funds’’ and ‘‘deposit 
insurance fund’’ each place those terms appear 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(30) in section 18(p) (12 U.S.C. 1828(p)), by 
striking ‘‘deposit insurance funds’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(31) in section 24 (12 U.S.C. 1831a)— 
(A) in subsections (a)(1) and (d)(1)(A), by 

striking ‘‘appropriate deposit insurance fund’’ 
each place that term appears and inserting ‘‘De-
posit Insurance Fund’’; 

(B) in subsection (e)(2)(A), by striking ‘‘risk 
to’’ and all that follows through the period and 
inserting ‘‘risk to the Deposit Insurance 
Fund.’’; and 

(C) in subsections (e)(2)(B)(ii) and (f)(6)(B), 
by striking ‘‘the insurance fund of which such 
bank is a member’’ each place that term appears 
and inserting ‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(32) in section 28 (12 U.S.C. 1831e), by striking 
‘‘affected deposit insurance fund’’ each place 
that term appears and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(33) by striking section 31 (12 U.S.C. 1831h); 
(34) in section 36(i)(3) (12 U.S.C. 1831m(i)(3)), 

by striking ‘‘affected deposit insurance fund’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(35) in section 37(a)(1)(C) (12 U.S.C. 
1831n(a)(1)(C)), by striking ‘‘insurance funds’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(36) in section 38 (12 U.S.C. 1831o), by striking 
‘‘the deposit insurance fund’’ each place that 
term appears and inserting ‘‘the Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(37) in section 38(a) (12 U.S.C. 1831o(a)), in 
the subsection heading, by striking ‘‘FUNDS’’ 
and inserting ‘‘FUND’’; 

(38) in section 38(k) (12 U.S.C. 1831o(k))— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘a deposit 

insurance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit In-
surance Fund’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘A deposit 
insurance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘The Deposit In-
surance Fund’’; and 

(C) in paragraphs (2)(A) and (3)(B), by strik-
ing ‘‘the deposit insurance fund’s outlays’’ each 
place that term appears and inserting ‘‘the out-
lays of the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(39) in section 38(o) (12 U.S.C. 1831o(o))— 
(A) by striking ‘‘ASSOCIATIONS.—’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘Subsections (e)(2)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ASSOCIATIONS.—Subsections (e)(2)’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B), 
and (C) as paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), respec-
tively, and moving the margins 2 ems to the left; 
and 

(C) in paragraph (1) (as so redesignated), by 
redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as subpara-
graphs (A) and (B), respectively, and moving 
the margins 2 ems to the left. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the first day of the first calendar quarter 
that begins after the end of the 90-day period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 13. OTHER TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 

AMENDMENTS RELATING TO THE 
MERGER OF THE BIF AND SAIF. 

(a) SECTION 5136 OF THE REVISED STATUTES.— 
The paragraph designated the ‘‘Eleventh’’ of 
section 5136 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States (12 U.S.C. 24) is amended in the 
5th sentence, by striking ‘‘affected deposit in-
surance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’. 

(b) INVESTMENTS PROMOTING PUBLIC WEL-
FARE; LIMITATIONS ON AGGREGATE INVEST-
MENTS.—The 23d undesignated paragraph of 
section 9 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 
338a) is amended in the 4th sentence, by striking 
‘‘affected deposit insurance fund’’ and inserting 
‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’. 

(c) ADVANCES TO CRITICALLY UNDERCAPITAL-
IZED DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS.—Section 

10B(b)(3)(A)(ii) of the Federal Reserve Act (12 
U.S.C. 347b(b)(3)(A)(ii)) is amended by striking 
‘‘any deposit insurance fund in’’ and inserting 
‘‘the Deposit Insurance Fund of’’. 

(d) AMENDMENTS TO THE BALANCED BUDGET 
AND EMERGENCY DEFICIT CONTROL ACT OF 
1985.—Section 255(g)(1)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 
1985 (2 U.S.C. 905(g)(1)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance Fund’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, Savings Association Insurance 
Fund (51–4066–0–3–373);’’. 

(e) AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL HOME LOAN 
BANK ACT.—The Federal Home Loan Bank Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1421 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 11(k) (12 U.S.C. 1431(k))— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘SAIF’’ and inserting ‘‘THE DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
FUND’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund’’ each place such term appears and 
inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(2) in section 21 (12 U.S.C. 1441)— 
(A) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘, except 

that’’ and all that follows through the end of 
the paragraph and inserting a period; and 

(B) in subsection (k), by striking paragraph 
(4); 

(3) in section 21A(b)(4)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
1441a(b)(4)(B)), by striking ‘‘affected deposit in-
surance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(4) in section 21A(b)(6)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
1441a(b)(6)(B))— 

(A) in the subparagraph heading, by striking 
‘‘SAIF-INSURED BANKS’’ and inserting ‘‘CHARTER 
CONVERSIONS’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund member’’ and inserting ‘‘savings as-
sociation’’; 

(5) in section 21A(b)(10)(A)(iv)(II) (12 U.S.C. 
1441a(b)(10)(A)(iv)(II)), by striking ‘‘Savings As-
sociation Insurance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
posit Insurance Fund’’; 

(6) in section 21A(n)(6)(E)(iv) (12 U.S.C. 
1441(n)(6)(E)(iv)), by striking ‘‘Federal deposit 
insurance funds’’ and inserting ‘‘the Deposit In-
surance Fund’’; 

(7) in section 21B(e) (12 U.S.C. 1441b(e))— 
(A) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘as of the 

date of funding’’ after ‘‘Savings Association In-
surance Fund members’’ each place that term 
appears; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (7) and (8); and 
(8) in section 21B(k) (12 U.S.C. 1441b(k))— 
(A) by inserting before the colon ‘‘, the fol-

lowing definitions shall apply’’; 
(B) by striking paragraph (8); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (9) and (10) 

as paragraphs (8) and (9), respectively. 
(f) AMENDMENTS TO THE HOME OWNERS’ LOAN 

ACT.—The Home Owners’ Loan Act (12 U.S.C. 
1461 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 5 (12 U.S.C. 1464)— 
(A) in subsection (c)(5)(A), by striking ‘‘that is 

a member of the Bank Insurance Fund’’; 
(B) in subsection (c)(6), by striking ‘‘As used 

in this subsection—’’ and inserting ‘‘For pur-
poses of this subsection, the following defini-
tions shall apply:’’; 

(C) in subsection (o)(1), by striking ‘‘that is a 
Bank Insurance Fund member’’; 

(D) in subsection (o)(2)(A), by striking ‘‘a 
Bank Insurance Fund member until such time 
as it changes its status to a Savings Association 
Insurance Fund member’’ and inserting ‘‘in-
sured by the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(E) in subsection (t)(5)(D)(iii)(II), by striking 
‘‘affected deposit insurance fund’’ and inserting 
‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; 

(F) in subsection (t)(7)(C)(i)(I), by striking 
‘‘affected deposit insurance fund’’ and inserting 
‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(G) in subsection (v)(2)(A)(i), by striking ‘‘the 
Savings Association Insurance Fund’’ and in-
serting ‘‘or the Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(2) in section 10 (12 U.S.C. 1467a)— 
(A) in subsection (c)(6)(D), by striking ‘‘this 

title’’ and inserting ‘‘this Act’’; 
(B) in subsection (e)(1)(B), by striking ‘‘Sav-

ings Association Insurance Fund or Bank In-
surance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insur-
ance Fund’’; 

(C) in subsection (e)(2), by striking ‘‘Savings 
Association Insurance Fund or the Bank Insur-
ance Fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance 
Fund’’; 

(D) in subsection (e)(4)(B), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (l)’’; 

(E) in subsection (g)(3)(A), by striking ‘‘(5) of 
this section’’ and inserting ‘‘(5) of this sub-
section’’; 

(F) in subsection (i), by redesignating para-
graph (5) as paragraph (4); 

(G) in subsection (m)(3), by striking subpara-
graph (E) and by redesignating subparagraphs 
(F), (G), and (H) as subparagraphs (E), (F), and 
(G), respectively; 

(H) in subsection (m)(7)(A), by striking ‘‘dur-
ing period’’ and inserting ‘‘during the period’’; 
and 

(I) in subsection (o)(3)(D), by striking ‘‘sec-
tions 5(s) and (t) of this Act’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsections (s) and (t) of section 5’’. 

(g) AMENDMENTS TO THE NATIONAL HOUSING 
ACT.—The National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1701 
et seq.) is amended— 

(1) in section 317(b)(1)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
1723i(b)(1)(B)), by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance 
Fund for banks or through the Savings Associa-
tion Insurance Fund for savings associations’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(2) in section 536(b)(1)(B)(ii) (12 U.S.C. 1735f– 
14(b)(1)(B)(ii)), by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance 
Fund for banks and through the Savings Asso-
ciation Insurance Fund for savings associa-
tions’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’. 

(h) AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL INSTITU-
TIONS REFORM, RECOVERY, AND ENFORCEMENT 
ACT OF 1989.—The Financial Institutions Re-
form, Recovery, and Enforcement Act of 1989 (12 
U.S.C. 1811 note) is amended— 

(1) in section 951(b)(3)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
1833a(b)(3)(B)), by inserting ‘‘and after the 
merger of such funds, the Deposit Insurance 
Fund,’’ after ‘‘the Savings Association Insur-
ance Fund,’’; and 

(2) in section 1112(c)(1)(B) (12 U.S.C. 
3341(c)(1)(B)), by striking ‘‘Bank Insurance 
Fund, the Savings Association Insurance 
Fund,’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance 
Fund’’. 

(i) AMENDMENT TO THE BANK HOLDING COM-
PANY ACT OF 1956.—The Bank Holding Com-
pany Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.) is 
amended— 

(1) in section 2(j)(2) (12 U.S.C. 1841(j)(2)), by 
striking ‘‘Savings Association Insurance Fund’’ 
and inserting ‘‘Deposit Insurance Fund’’; and 

(2) in section 3(d)(1)(D)(iii) (12 U.S.C. 
1842(d)(1)(D)(iii)), by striking ‘‘appropriate de-
posit insurance fund’’ and inserting ‘‘Deposit 
Insurance Fund’’. 

(j) AMENDMENTS TO THE GRAMM-LEACH-BLI-
LEY ACT.—Section 114 of the Gramm-Leach-Bli-
ley Act (12 U.S.C. 1828a) is amended by striking 
‘‘any Federal deposit insurance fund’’ in sub-
section (a)(1)(B), paragraphs (2)(B) and (4)(B) 
of subsection (b), and subsection (c)(1)(B), each 
place that term appears and inserting ‘‘the De-
posit Insurance Fund’’. 

(k) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take ef-
fect on the first day of the first calendar quarter 
that begins after the end of the 90-day period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. MALONEY 
Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. MALONEY: 
Page 4, line 8, strike ‘‘For purposes’’ and 

insert ‘‘Except as provided in subparagraph 
(G), for purposes’’. 
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Page 4, line 15, insert ‘‘with respect to any 

qualified insured depository institution’’ be-
fore the comma at the end. 

Page 7, line 2, strike the closing quotation 
marks and the 2nd period. 

Page 7, after line 2, insert the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) CONDITIONS FOR INCREASED DEPOSIT IN-
SURANCE COVERAGE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subpara-
graph (E)(ii), an insured depository institu-
tion shall be treated as a qualified insured 
depository institution only if— 

‘‘(I) in the process of posting credits and 
debits against a checking account used pri-
marily for personal, family, or household 
purposes after the close of any business day, 
the depository institution credits all depos-
its to the account before debiting any check 
drawn on the account and presented to the 
depository institution for payment; and 

‘‘(II) the depository institution imposes no 
fee for paying any check drawn on an ac-
count in spite of a lack of sufficient funds in 
the account to pay such check or any similar 
activity (commonly referred to as ‘bounce 
protection’) unless the accountholder has af-
firmatively requested such service. 

‘‘(ii) NONQUALIFIED INSURED DEPOSITORY IN-
STITUTIONS.—The standard maximum insur-
ance amount applicable to any insured de-
pository institution that is not a qualified 
insured depository institution shall be the 
amount described in subparagraph (E)(i) 
without regard to the effective date referred 
to in such subparagraph or any adjustment 
under subparagraph (F).’’. 

Mrs. MALONEY (during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment be considered 
as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, first 

of all, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) our ranking member, and the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), our 
chairman, for working in a bipartisan 
way for truly the grand goal of safety 
and soundness in our financial systems 
and keeping them competitive in the 
world financial market. 

My amendment is one that I am 
going to offer and withdraw, because 
the chairman has generously offered to 
work with me in committee under a 
separate introduced bill to pass the in-
tent of this. And what my amendment 
would do is that it would prevent 
banks from charging customers 
bounced check fees when the money is 
already there in the bank, and when it 
is simply a matter of which journal 
entry the bank makes first. 

We did have a hearing on this earlier 
in the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. And some of the banks’ represent-
atives testified that many banks do 
this already. So this amendment would 
simply require all banks to do so con-
sistently and prevent abuses. 

In other words, if money is there, but 
it has been deposited, then you cannot 
withdraw that money, the deposited 
money should be credited before the 
money is withdrawn from the bank. 

My amendment would also prevent 
banks from charging customers for 
overdraft protection when the cus-

tomer has not requested this service. 
Again, this is simple and fair and 
straightforward. And sometimes, in 
some cases in some banks, the over-
draft protection costs more than the 
overdraft penalty. 

So it would really prevent hidden 
charges and fees for services customers 
have not even asked for, in this case, 
financial institutions. So I have been 
assured that by the parliamentarian 
that my amendment would be immune 
from a point of order. The Committee 
on Rules accepted it. 

But I will be withdrawing it with the 
consideration of the chairman to fully 
discuss this in committee, and I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
OXLEY) our chairman, and I thank you 
for working in a bipartisan way on this 
and so many other issues. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. MALONEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding, and I ap-
preciate her cooperation in this area. I 
think all of us recognize some of the 
potential issues that are inherent in 
passage of Check 21. 

It is also important to notice that 
about 1 percent of the checks today are 
being truncated, so we are early into 
the process here. It is also important 
to note that under the provision of 
Check 21, the Fed is empowered should 
they see an imbalance between the de-
posits and withdrawals to not only 
draw attention to it, but to deal with 
it. 

The study, of course, will not be com-
pleted for about 2 years. And as a re-
sult I think it is important for the 
committee, as we have discussed before 
and I discussed with the ranking mem-
ber, to have the committee continue to 
monitor the situation, and we would do 
so, and to that end, I would indicate to 
my friend, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. MALONEY) that we would 
plan to hold an oversight hearing on 
that specific issue. I will be glad to 
work with the gentlewoman from New 
York (Mrs. MALONEY) as far as the po-
tential witnesses are concerned. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. MALONEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentlewoman 
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY). She 
has been very much in the forefront 
overseeing this issue. Along with her, I 
and others have written some letters to 
the Federal Reserve. We have been 
staying very much on top of this. 

The gentlewoman has been per-
forming a real service, and I appreciate 
the cooperation of the chairman. I look 
forward to our being able to work to-
gether to make sure that consumers 
are protected. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from New York? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROHRABACHER 
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ROHRABACHER: 
Strike section 3 of the bill (and redesignate 

the subsequent sections and any cross ref-
erence to any such section and conform the 
table of contents accordingly). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
let me reiterate that I do this with 
great respect to the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BACHUS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. OXLEY) and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) who put a great deal of time 
and effort into this bill and this legis-
lation. 

I have a fundamental philosophical 
disagreement about Federal Deposit In-
surance. But I have no doubt that they 
have worked hard to try to produce 
some good legislation here. 

With that said, I offer this amend-
ment on behalf of myself and the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
MALONEY). The Rohrabacher-Maloney 
amendment would strike out section 3, 
keeping the Federal Deposit Insurance 
at its current level of $100,000 per ac-
count. 

Let me note the argument was made 
earlier that simply by raising insur-
ance, for example, from $100,000 to 
$130,000, would that, we were asked, 
make people more irresponsible if it 
was car insurance, and you just in-
creased the car insurance from $100,000 
to $130,000? The answer is, yes, if some-
one else was paying for the car insur-
ance. 

If somebody gave whatever it is, if 
the Federal Government ends up com-
ing in and saying, if all else fails, do 
not worry, you are going to get paid 
off, because we are going to pay it, the 
taxpayers will pay it in the end, if this 
whole system fails we are there. Yeah, 
people who ended up not having to take 
that responsibility off their shoulders, 
the institutions might be a little less 
responsible, and, of course, the individ-
uals themselves might be less respon-
sible in picking out where to put their 
money. 

This bill also increases to $260,000 re-
tirement accounts, the deposit insur-
ance for that, and $2 million per ac-
count for municipalities. Well, this, as 
I say right in the beginning, the FDIC 
was supposed to be for the little guy. 
And, again, there has been the argu-
ment that the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK) gave, well, 
$100,000 or $130,000 these days is the lit-
tle guy. Well, that is if you are count-
ing one account. Everybody involved in 
this knows that we are taking about 
multiple accounts. 

Now we are talking about multiple 
accounts of $130,000 per account, and, 
yeah, someone who has 10 accounts at 
$130,000 is someone who I would catalog 
as rich. But, I just say this much, yes, 
if someone has $1.3 million in various 
accounts that are going to be ulti-
mately guaranteed by the Federal Gov-
ernment, and the question is, where 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00050 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2933 May 4, 2005 
does this money come from? Does it 
come from, yes, the banks and the sav-
ings and loans? 

Well, it comes, yes, from the banks 
and savings and loans. But, what is im-
portant is, the ultimate guarantor is 
the Federal Government, otherwise we 
would not be talking about that. 

But, when we put the taxpayers on 
the ultimate hook, will it ever happen? 
Well, it has happened, and I have seen 
it happen, and you have seen it happen. 
And this bill may or may not make 
that less likely. In fact, when you com-
bine the deposit insurances, and put 
them together, yes it might add some 
strength to the system, but it also 
means that if the system collapses, it 
collapses big time, big time collapse; 
not just medium time collapse, but a 
big time collapse. 

So could it happen? Yes, it could hap-
pen. I think that things like this hap-
pen, like the savings and loan debacle, 
because fundamental principles are ig-
nored. And the fundamental principles 
are people should be responsible for 
their own money, and that institutions 
should be responsible. 

If they commit acts or they are 
charging too much or their expenses 
are too high, or they are not competent 
enough, people should not be placing 
their money in that institution simply 
because there is a guarantee, there is a 
deposit guarantee, which is what we 
have now. 

By ignoring these fundamental prin-
ciples, you have less responsibility on 
the part of the depositor and less re-
sponsibility on the part of the financial 
institution. So here we are, faced with 
a major jump in the deposit insurance. 
What are we going to do? 

I think it is about time to reexamine 
the fundamental issue of whether or 
not we should be guaranteeing this de-
posit insurance in the first place. And 
I will say, as I have said before, I 
watched this happen during the Reagan 
administration. In 1980, they dramati-
cally increased the deposit insurance, 
and do not tell me that there have not 
been people, well known economists 
suggesting that that was a major cause 
of the savings and loan debacle, they 
are. 

Because, even today Alan Greenspan, 
Milton Friedman and others oppose 
this increase in the deposit insurance 
for that very reason, because they have 
seen that this makes the system more 
vulnerable, and we should not be doing 
that. 

With that, I would suggest that I 
would hope that people could vote for 
my amendment to strike section 3 out, 
which would then increase that. 

b 1515 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER) simply 
multiplies his mathematical difficulty. 
He said, well, when I said if you have 
$100,000 under his calculations, you are 

a little guy but if you have 130,000 you 
are rich. He says, but what if you have 
10 times $130,000? The answer is, well, 
what if you have 10 times 100,000? Thir-
ty percent is still 30 percent. 

So the fact is that he is ascribing to 
a 30 percent increase a qualitative im-
pact that simply will not stand up to 
analysis. He says, well, you can have 10 
accounts and you would have 1.3 mil-
lion. Yes, and you could have 10 ac-
counts and have 1 million. 

So the difference is really quite 
small. I must say even when the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. BACHUS), 
with whom I agree here, talked about 
this will save people, $30,000 is not 
going to make a big difference one way 
or the other. I believe it is a step in the 
right direction. 

First of all, understand that much of 
the argument for this comes from 
smaller institutions who fear the nega-
tive competitive effect of the doctrine 
of ‘‘too big to fail.’’ By the way, the 
large institutions are on the whole not 
for this. The large institutions feel 
that if people are worried about a bank 
failure affecting their accounts, if they 
have more than the insured amount 
they will put it in the largest possible 
institution to the detriment of smaller 
institutions. I do not think it is a good 
thing for there to be that kind of com-
petitive pressure exercised against 
smaller banks. That is why they are 
very strong advocates of this. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, it oc-
curred to me as I was listening to my 
friend from California, we could go 
back to the old days of giving out 
toasters for deposits. I would say that 
the system we have now, I have not 
heard of toaster promotion for a long 
time, mercifully, but it certainly 
seems to me that the consumer, saver, 
investor is a lot more sophisticated 
than they ever were and they will not 
be lured by toaster opportunities as op-
posed to depositing it into an institu-
tion where they feel comfortable that 
their deposit is indeed insured. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman. 

The other thing I want to do is to dis-
agree very strongly with the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) on the causality of the sav-
ings and loan crisis. 

I do not believe, having served here 
at the time, and I have seen very few 
analyses that said the deposit insur-
ance issue was effective, it increased 
the cost but it was not the cause of the 
failure. And those are really two quite 
distinct things. 

The causes of the failure I believe 
were two. First of all, we imprudently 
loosened substantially what savings 
and loans, thrift institutions could in-
vest their money in. So they became 
invested in things that were much less 
insured. They were not just doing 
houses; they were doing a lot of open 
land, et cetera. 

Secondly, this Congress in 1981 
passed tax legislation that greatly in-
flated the value of real estate and then 
in 1986 undid it. If you wanted a dic-
tionary example of going from one ex-
treme to another, it was the treatment 
of real property and real estate in the 
1981, 1986 tax act. So we kind of baited 
and switched people. 

In the 1981 act we gave, I say ‘‘we’’ 
because I voted against the 1981 act. I 
vote for the 1986 act, but Congress gave 
people incentive to invest in real es-
tate. And because of the tax advan-
tages, it made sense to buy an empty 
building and not have anybody in there 
in some cases literally because of the 
tax advantages. But in 1986 we ration-
alized the Tax Code, but we did it too 
rapidly and there were people caught in 
the middle. I believe those were the 
two major causes. 

I agree that increasing deposit insur-
ance raised the cost of it, but I do not 
think it is causal. Just to go back, I 
think, frankly, it is the least sophisti-
cated saver who we protect by raising 
this rate. 

The gentleman said correctly, you 
can open 10 accounts, 12 accounts, 13 
accounts; but more sophisticated peo-
ple unfortunately, the deposit insur-
ance limit is not very effective against 
them; but there are people of less so-
phistication, less ability to be mobile, 
and they are the ones who do it. I do 
not think if your life savings is $130,000 
you are rich. And I think trying to pro-
tect the least sophisticated people that 
way and to preserve against unfair 
competitive pressures on smaller insti-
tutions justifies the bill. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. If that is the 
criteria we are using, why do we not 
then limit it to one account because 
the less sophisticated people will not 
have multiple accounts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. May I 
ask the gentleman a question. Did 
someone keep the gentleman from of-
fering that amendment? Why did the 
gentleman not offer that amendment? 
It is the gentleman’s amendment. Is 
the gentleman criticizing me for his 
amendment? 

If the gentleman thinks his amend-
ment should be different, make it dif-
ferent. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Would the gen-
tleman support that one? 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Well, 
we will deal with this one; and when 
the gentleman brings that amendment 
up, we will deal with that one. 

I want to make it very clear. I did 
not stop the gentleman from offering 
any amendment he wanted to. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, one thing the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) mentioned and I would like 
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to say in his defense: he has triplets at 
home, so I think we ought to have a lot 
of patience for the gentleman. They are 
very young. One-year-old triplets. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHUS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I think we would all agree 
that that would certainly justify at 
least three accounts. One for each 
child. 

Mr. BACHUS. Second, the gentleman 
did mention the fact that we do have a 
provision in here covering municipal 
deposits or government deposits and 
that is for $2 million. The reason we 
did that is not to protect the big guy or 
the rich guy. 

The reason we did that is from time 
to time a school system or a city or a 
county or a governmental retirement 
system will put $2 million or $1.5 mil-
lion in a bank and it is really not prac-
tical for them to go around and put 
$100,000 in each bank. And that is basi-
cally as a result of the American Asso-
ciation of School Boards and others 
saying not only do we want to deposit 
more than that, but in several States, 
particularly the Farm Belt, there is 
only one hometown institution. And 
the school board or the government or 
the city or the fire district wants to de-
posit their money in their own home-
town. And that is to allow that. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHUS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman raises an excellent point. Our 
good colleague, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. GILLMOR), this is his con-
tribution to this legislation, because as 
he shares the district that is next to 
mine, a number of small communities 
that have exceeded that amount of 
$100,000, they are under a fiduciary re-
sponsibility to have that money pro-
tected by the FDIC. And what it has 
done, of course, is drive some of that 
money out of the small communities 
and into larger communities so you 
cannot put that money to use in the 
community. 

So I want to associate myself with 
the gentleman’s remarks. I am glad the 
gentleman brought that issue up be-
cause it is a very important part of 
this legislation. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
two counties, one is Bibb County, one 
is Shelby County. The school board in 
those counties is forced to take about 
96 percent of their money and deposit 
it out of county because there are only 
two hometown institutions, and they 
would like to deposit in those, as long 
as those are rated A institutions, and 
again I say that they are paying a pre-
mium on their deposits for this cov-
erage. 

The second thing I would say is if the 
gentleman will go back to 1980, what 
you had is we deregulated the savings 
and loans. We made tremendous 

changes in their mission. And at that 
time they had 30-year mortgages. They 
had loaned out money at 4 percent, 4.5 
percent, 5 percent. From 1979 to 1981, 
the interest rates increased, the Fed-
eral Reserve continued to increase the 
interest rate because of inflation, 
which the gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. FRANK) mentioned, and they 
drove the interest rate up above 20 per-
cent. The prime rate was 21 percent. 

So the savings and loans were having 
to borrow money at 21 percent and had 
loaned it out at 4 and 5 percent; and 
predictably, particularly in Texas 
where the price of oil fell, the savings 
and loans in Texas started failing one 
right after the other. And as I said ear-
lier, if it were this increase from 40 to 
100,000, you would have expected to see 
it show up in the banks; you would ex-
pect it to show up throughout the Na-
tion. 

I do not think the people in Texas 
where most of the first failures oc-
curred, Louisiana, I do not think they 
were engaged in any more fraudulent 
conduct or reckless behavior except 
that what they were doing, that was a 
boom economy in Texas and property 
values shot up, and there was a bubble 
and they came back down. 

But during all of that, the bank fund 
did not fail. And as I have said before, 
before one dollar of taxpayer money 
comes out of this account, it requires 
the funds to be exhausted. It, second, 
requires the banks, their assets to be 
liquidated, and only at that point 
would the taxpayer step in. That would 
be a heck of a depression. And I think 
that would be a depression made only 
worse if school boards, governments 
lost their deposits, if people lost their 
401(k)s, if they lost any of their savings 
above $100,000, businesses who had ac-
counts. And some of those might be 
rich people, the guy that owns the 
small business and has $400,000 or 
$600,000 deposited or a contracting com-
pany that has just been paid on a con-
tract. 

I think it would make the recession 
or depression or economic shock that 
much worse. I believe that this legisla-
tion is sound legislation and should be 
supported. 

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment. 

I believe the immediate 30 percent in-
crease in insurance coverage in the bill 
is a serious mistake. The coverage in-
crease to $130,000 is opposed by most of 
the Federal financial service regu-
lators. 

Proponents of the increased coverage 
argue that it poses no risk to the insur-
ance system, but the regulators who 
oppose this increase are the very offi-
cials whose job it is to protect the safe-
ty and soundness of the financial sys-
tem. The almost unanimous opposition 
to increased coverage by the regulators 
is a very powerful message. 

I would like to really quote some of 
these regulators. Alan Greenspan has 
come out very strongly opposed to it. 
He said, ‘‘It is unlikely that increased 

coverage, even by indexing, would add 
to the stability of the banking system 
today.’’ 

The Undersecretary of the Treasury 
for Domestic Monetary Policy, Peter 
Fisher, said, ‘‘Increasing the overall 
coverage limit would weaken market 
discipline and further increase the 
level of risk to the FDIC and to tax-
payers.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to put in 
the RECORD quotes from the Comp-
troller of the Currency, the Director of 
the Office of Thrift Supervision, and 
the Congressional Budget Office, all 
raising questions and in opposition to 
this raise. 

Another argument put forth by pro-
ponents of coverage increases is that 
inflation has eroded deposit insurance. 
I do not believe that this argument 
matches the actual situation of the 
banking industry. The fact is that only 
2 percent of insured accounts have 
more than $100,000 according to the 
Federal Reserve. 

Mr. Chairman, at the appropriate 
time I would like to place this study 
into the RECORD. 

The same Federal Reserve study put 
the average account balance at $6,000 
across America. Any way you look at 
it, the increase in coverage will benefit 
very few depositors. 

Proponents of increasing coverage 
also contend that because insurance 
premiums are paid by banks, increas-
ing coverage does not cost taxpayers. 
While I concede the point, I think we 
also have to remember that behind the 
Federal deposit insurance funds is the 
full faith and credit of the United 
States Government. 

Since I joined the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services in 1993 at the close of 
the S&L crisis, I have been committed 
as all of my colleagues are on both 
sides of the aisle to protecting the safe-
ty and soundness of the banking sys-
tem. 

b 1530 

While I concede and agree with my 
colleagues that the causes of the S&L 
failures were many, the fact is that 
standing behind the insurance system 
are our constituent taxpayers. The 
bailout we voted for was constituent 
taxpayer dollars to bail out the S&L. 

No matter what the reasons are for a 
future bank failure or a string of fail-
ures, there could be many reasons for 
them, by raising the insurance cov-
erage, we increase the potential liabil-
ity of the government and, thereby, the 
American taxpayer. 

I also believe that raising the cov-
erage may encourage the concept of 
moral hazard. Institutions will be en-
couraged to engage in riskier behavior 
to boost earnings if they know that 
failure is ensured by the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

I would also like to place in the 
RECORD a letter to Members of Con-
gress from The Financial Services 
Roundtable, which very strongly sup-
ports the underlying bill, which is a 
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fine piece of work that has passed this 
body two times previously, but also 
raises many concerns about raising the 
limit to $130,000. 

The material that I referred to pre-
viously I will insert into the RECORD at 
this point. 

THE FINANCIAL SERVICES ROUNDTABLE, 
Washington, DC, April 22, 2005. 

Hon. BARNEY FRANK, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR BARNEY: I would like to commend 
you on your leadership and continued efforts 
on deposit insurance reform. An effective de-
posit insurance system is critical to the 
economy and maintaining public confidence 
in the U.S. banking system. The Roundtable 
is committed to working with the Financial 
Services Committee to develop reasonable, 
responsible deposit insurance reform legisla-
tion that the Roundtable and the industry 
can support. 

The Roundtable supports the passage of 
H.R. 1185, the ‘‘Federal Deposit Insurance 
Reform Act of 2005.’’ We also support the 
adoption of the ‘‘Managers Amendment.’’ 

The Financial Services Roundtable, a na-
tional association representing 100 of the 
largest integrated financial services compa-
nies that together constitute nearly 70 per-
cent of the deposit insurance assessment 
base, believe that H.R. 1185 will help assure 
a sound deposit insurance system. In par-
ticular, we believe a major improvement to 
the bill was a provision that stated no in-
sured depository institution shall be barred 
from the lowest-risk category solely because 
of size. 

Further, the Roundtable supports: Merging 
the Bank Insurance Fund (‘‘BIF’’) and the 
Savings Association Insurance Fund 
(‘‘SAIF’’). A combined BIF/SAIF would be 
stronger and more resilient. The provision in 
your bill that caps the FDIC’s assessment 
authority at 1 basis point for those institu-
tions in the lowest-risk category. The bill’s 
study of the effectiveness of the prompt cor-
rective action program, and a strong system 
of credits and rebates such as you have in 
your legislation. 

We remain concerned about provisions in 
the bill that would increase deposit insur-
ance coverage limits. Our members believe 
that raising coverage limits could weaken 
market discipline and increase risk to the 
FDIC, all insured institutions, and ulti-
mately American taxpayers. Federal Reserve 
Board Chairman Alan Greenspan has stated 
there is no evidence that an increase in cov-
erage levels would promote competition or 
materially improve the ability of financial 
institutions to obtain funds. As Chairman 
Greenspan noted, the evidence in recent 
years shows that financial institutions of all 
sizes have not experienced difficulty in ob-
taining funding from insured or uninsured 
deposits. For those customers with substan-
tial deposits, ample opportunities exist to 
obtain FDIC coverage equal to several mul-
tiples of $100,000. Since the FDIC is in good 
shape financially, there is no need to grant 
the FDIC additional authority to levy de-
posit insurance premiums. 

Thank you again for your leadership on de-
posit insurance reform and your consider-
ation of the Roundtable’s views on this im-
portant matter. We look forward to working 
with you as this legislation moves through 
the legislative process. If you or your staff 
have any questions or would like to discuss 
these issues further, please call Irving Dan-
iels or me at (202) 289–4322. 

Best regards, 
STEVE BARTLETT, 

President and CEO. 

KEEP DEPOSIT INSURANCE SAFE AND SOUND 
SUPPORT THE ROHRABACHER-MALONEY 
AMENDMENT TO H.R. 1185 
‘‘It is unlikely that increased coverage, 

even by indexing, would add measurably to 
the stability of the banking system 
today.’’—Federal Reserve Board Chairman 
Alan Greenspan 

‘‘Increasing the overall coverage limit 
could weaken market discipline and further 
increase the level of risk to the FDIC and 
taxpayers.’’—Undersecretary of Treasury for 
Domestic Monetary Policy Peter Fisher 

‘‘We see no compelling evidence that in-
creased coverage levels would offer deposi-
tors substantial benefits.’’—Comptroller of 
the Currency John D. Hawke, Jr. 

‘‘Increasing the current insurance coverage 
level to $130,000 would incur significant costs 
for insured institutions since premiums 
would necessarily be increased. 

The benefits of an increase are unclear. I 
have heard from many of our institutions 
that they see no merit to bumping up the 
current limit for standard accounts. In their 
view, projected increases in insured deposits 
would not lead to a substantive increase in 
new accounts.’’—Director of the Office of 
Thrift Supervision James E. Gilleran 

‘‘CBO estimates H.R. 522 would increase 
the net cost of resolving failed financial in-
stitutions by $2.1 billion over the next ten 
years.’’—Congressional Budget Office Cost 
Estimate 

The Acting CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
GINGREY). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER). 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Acting CHAIRMAN. Are there 

any other amendments? 
If not, the question is on the com-

mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Accord-
ingly, under the rule, the Committee 
will now rise. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. PUT-
NAM) having assumed the Chair, Mr. 
GINGREY, Acting Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 1185) to reform the Fed-
eral deposit insurance system, and for 
other purposes, pursuant to House Res-
olution 255, he reported the bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The Acting CHAIRMAN. Under the 
rule, the previous question is ordered. 

The question is on the committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There 

will be a 5-minute vote after this vote 
on the motion to suspend. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 10, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 157] 

YEAS—413 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Costa 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 

Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 
Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 

Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McMorris 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
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Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 

Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Solis 
Souder 

Spratt 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—10 

Cooper 
Davis, Jo Ann 
DeFazio 
Flake 

Paul 
Rohrabacher 
Royce 
Sanders 

Stark 
Taylor (MS) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Drake 

Franks (AZ) 
Hastings (WA) 
Herger 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Larson (CT) 
Scott (VA) 

b 1558 

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia and 
Mr. STARK changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
157 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mrs. DRAKE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
157, I regret that I was unable to return quick-
ly enough for this vote. I was at the Pentagon 
for an awards presentation for an environ-
mental award presented to a Command at 
Naval Base Norfolk. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF VICTORY IN EUROPE 
(V–E) DAY DURING WORLD WAR 
II 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PUTNAM). The unfinished business is 
the question of suspending the rules 
and agreeing to the resolution, House 
Resolution 233, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, 
House Resolution 233, as amended, on 
which the yeas and nays are ordered. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 158] 

YEAS—423 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Barrow 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boustany 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Butterfield 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 

Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Drake 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (PA) 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fortenberry 
Fossella 

Foxx 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 

Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul (TX) 
McCollum (MN) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinney 
McMorris 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 

Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Salazar 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 

Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Sodrel 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Brown (OH) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Franks (AZ) 

Hastings (WA) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Kaptur 

Larson (CT) 
Scott (VA) 
Tancredo 

b 1609 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution, as amended, was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask to place in the RECORD 
that I was on the floor of the House 
when the gavel was gaveled on the last 
vote, and I would like to indicate on 
two preceding votes that if I was 
present, on H. Res. 233, I would have 
voted ‘‘yea.’’ On final passage of H.R. 
1185, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, due 
to a scheduling conflict, I was unable to be on 
the floor of the House of Representatives dur-
ing the last series of votes on May 4, 2005. If 
I had been, I would have cast a ‘‘yes’’ vote on 
H.R. 1185, Final Passage of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Reform Act of 2005, and a 
‘‘yes’’ vote on H. Res. 233, Recognizing the 
60th Anniversary of Victory in Europe (V–E) 
Day. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to submit this statement for the 
RECORD and regret that I could not be present 
today, Wednesday May 4, 2005 to vote on 
rollcall vote Nos. 153, 154, 155, 156, 157 and 
158 due to a family medical emergency. 

Had I been present, I would have voted: 
‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 153 on the motion 

to recommit H.R. 366 to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 154 on final pas-
sage of H.R. 366—The Vocational and Tech-
nical Education for the Future Act; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 155 on H. Con. 
Res. 127—Calling on the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria to transfer Charles 
Ghankay Taylor, former President of the Re-
public of Liberia, to the Special Court for Si-
erra Leone to be tried for war crimes, crimes 
against humanity, and other serious violations 
of international humanitarian law; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 156 on H. Res. 
195—Recognizing the 60th anniversary of Vic-
tory in Europe (VE) Day and the Liberation of 
Western Bohemia; 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 157 on H.R. 
1185—Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act; 
and, 

‘‘Yea’’ on rollcall vote No. 158 on H. Res. 
233—Recognizing the 60th anniversary of Vic-
tory in Europe (V-E) Day during World War II. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 1185, FED-
ERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE RE-
FORM ACT OF 2005 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that in the engross-
ment of the bill, H.R. 1185, the Clerk be 
authorized to correct section numbers, 
punctuation, and cross-references and 
to make such other technical and con-
forming changes as may be necessary 
to reflect the actions of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PUTNAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the 
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

BUSH ADMINISTRATION IS 
LETTING OUR TROOPS DOWN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, this 
past Sunday, May 1, marked the 2-year 
anniversary of President Bush’s air-
craft carrier news event in which he de-
clared ‘‘Mission Accomplished’’ in Iraq. 
Two years later, our troops are still 
facing a strong insurgence that shows 
no sign of slowing down. 

Our troops are doing valiant work, 
but that sadly is not always enough. I 
will include for the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD a New York Times investiga-
tive report from April 25 titled, ‘‘Blood-
ied Marines Sound Off About Want for 
Armor and Men.’’ The article should be 
required reading for every Member of 
this House, as well as the high-ranking 
military and civilian personnel at the 
Department of Defense. 

Times reporter Michael Moss inter-
viewed Marines from Company E who 
served a 6-month stint in Iraq last 
year. During that time, Company E en-
dured the highest casualty rate of any 
marine company in the war. According 
to the Times, ‘‘More than one-third of 
the unit’s 185 troops were killed or 
wounded during that time.’’ 

Several months after the beginning 
of the war as Congress was debating its 
first emergency supplemental, we were 
all alerted to the fact that our troops 
did not have the equipment they need-
ed to adequately do their job and to 
protect themselves from extreme harm 
or death. We heard they did not have 
the body armor they needed, nor did 
the Humvees come with the necessary 
protective steel armor to protect them 
from being easy targets of insurgents. 

b 1615 

The situation became so dire for our 
troops that one brave National Guards-
man last year asked Secretary Rums-
feld when the troops would have the 
protective gear they had already been 
promised. Secretary Rumsfeld could 
not give the Guardsman an adequate 
response at the time. As the press 
began to question the Bush administra-
tion about this outrageous neglect of 
our troops, President Bush came out 
and stated, ‘‘The concerns expressed 
are being addressed, and that is we ex-

pect our troops to have the best pos-
sible equipment and I have told many 
families I met with, ‘We’re doing ev-
erything we possibly can to protect 
your loved ones in a mission which is 
vital and important.’ ’’ 

The New York Times report clearly 
shows that the Bush administration 
has not done enough to protect our 
troops. As the House prepares to vote 
tomorrow on another $82 billion supple-
mental to fund the war, bringing the 
total cost to $300 billion, it is hard to 
believe that the Bush administration, 
particularly Defense Secretary Rums-
feld, has not made protecting our 
troops in Iraq a main priority. 

Mr. Speaker, we have now lost more 
than 1,600 troops in Iraq, but the De-
fense Department has no idea how 
many of these troops have died because 
they did not receive the proper supplies 
from the leaders that sent them into 
harm’s way. Would you believe that we 
do not have those numbers because the 
Defense Department chooses only to 
list casualties as ‘‘killed in combat’’? 

However, the New York Times story 
gives a grim report on how the lack of 
protection affected Company 13. Ac-
cording to the Times, ‘‘The biggest 
danger the men faced came in traveling 
to and from camp; 13 of the 21 men who 
were killed had been riding in Humvees 
that failed to deflect bullets or 
bombs.’’ I repeat, 13 of 21, or almost 
two-thirds of the men, were killed as a 
direct result of them not having access 
to armed Humvees. Again, this is last 
year. This is not 2 years ago at the be-
ginning of the war. 

Mr. Speaker, where is the Bush ad-
ministration, particularly Secretary 
Rumsfeld, spending the billions of dol-
lars this Congress has given them? The 
Pentagon says it will not have every 
Humvee suitably armed until the end 
of this year. That is simply unaccept-
able. Our brave troops should not have 
to wait another 8 months to have the 
proper protection they need to do their 
job. Sergeant James King, a member of 
Company E who lost one of his legs 
when he was blown out of a Humvee, 
said it best to the New York Times: 
‘‘As Marines, we are always taught 
that we do more with less and get the 
job done no matter what it takes.’’ 

You would expect nothing less from 
our troops. They have not let us down. 
But, unfortunately, our troops have 
clearly been let down by the Bush ad-
ministration. 

[From the New York Times, Apr. 25, 2005] 
BLOODIED MARINES SOUND OFF ABOUT WANT 

OF ARMOR AND MEN 
(By MICHAEL MOSS) 

CORRECTION APPENDED 
A chart on April 25 with an article about a 

company of marines who fought in Iraq mis-
stated the type of munition that the armor 
installed on their Humvees is capable of 
withstanding. It is a four-pound land mine, 
not a 155-millimeter howitzer round. 

CORRECTED BY THE NEW YORK TIMES WED 
MAY 04 2005 

On May 29, 2004, a station wagon that Iraqi 
insurgents had packed with C–4 explosives 
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blew up on a highway in Ramadi, killing four 
American marines who died for lack of a few 
inches of steel. 

The four were returning to camp in an 
unarmored Humvee that their unit had 
rigged with scrap metal, but the makeshift 
shields rose only as high as their shoulders, 
photographs of the Humvee show, and the 
shrapnel from the bomb shot over the top. 

‘‘The steel was not high enough,’’ said 
Staff Sgt. Jose S. Valerio, their motor trans-
port chief, who along with the unit’s com-
manding officers said the men would have 
lived had their vehicle been properly ar-
mored. ‘‘Most of the shrapnel wounds were to 
their heads.’’ 

Among those killed were Rafael Reynosa, a 
28-year-old lance corporal from Santa Ana, 
Calif., whose wife was expecting twins, and 
Cody S. Calavan, a 19-year-old private first 
class from Lake Stevens, Wash., who had the 
Marine Corps motto, Semper Fidelis, 
tattooed across his back. 

They were not the only losses for Company 
E during its six-month stint last year in 
Ramadi. In all, more than one-third of the 
unit’s 185 troops were killed or wounded, the 
highest casualty rate of any company in the 
war, Marine Corps officials say. 

In returning home, the leaders and Marine 
infantrymen have chosen to break an insti-
tutional code of silence and tell their story, 
one they say was punctuated not only by a 
lack of armor, but also by a shortage of men 
and planning that further hampered their ef-
forts in battle, destroyed morale and ruined 
the careers of some of their fiercest warriors. 

The saga of Company E, part of a lionized 
battalion nicknamed the Magnificent Bas-
tards, is also one of fortitude and ingenuity. 
The marines, based at Camp Pendleton in 
southern California, had been asked to rid 
the provincial capital of one of the most per-
sistent insurgencies, and in enduring 26 fire-
fights, 90 mortar attacks and more than 90 
homemade bombs, they shipped their dead 
home and powered on. Their tour has become 
legendary among other Marine units now 
serving in Iraq and facing some of the same 
problems. 

‘‘As marines, we are always taught that we 
do more with less,’’ said Sgt. James S. King, 
a platoon sergeant who lost his left leg when 
he was blown out of the Humvee that Satur-
day afternoon last May. ‘‘And get the job 
done no matter what it takes.’’ 

The experiences of Company E’s marines, 
pieced together through interviews at Camp 
Pendleton and by phone, company records 
and dozens of photographs taken by the ma-
rines, show they often did just that. The unit 
had less than half the troops who are now 
doing its job in Ramadi, and resorted to 
making dummy marines from cardboard cut-
outs and camouflage shirts to place in obser-
vation posts on the highway when it ran out 
of men. During one of its deadliest firefights, 
it came up short on both vehicles and troops. 
Marines who were stranded at their camp 
tried in vain to hot-wire a dump truck to 
help rescue their falling brothers. That day, 
10 men in the unit died. 

Sergeant Valerio and others had to 
scrounge for metal scraps to strengthen the 
Humvees they inherited from the National 
Guard, which occupied Ramadi before the 
marines arrived. Among other problems, the 
armor the marines slapped together included 
heavier doors that could not be latched, so 
they ‘‘chicken winged it’’ by holding them 
shut with their arms as they traveled. 

‘‘We were sitting out in the open, an easy 
target for everybody,’’ Cpl. Toby G. Winn of 
Centerville, Tex., said of the shortages. ‘‘We 
complained about it every day, to anybody 
we could. They told us they were listening, 
but we didn’t see it.’’ 

The company leaders say it is impossible 
to know how many lives may have been 

saved through better protection, since the 
insurgents became adept at overcoming im-
proved defenses with more powerful weapons. 
Likewise, Pentagon officials say they do not 
know how many of the more than 1,500 
American troops who have died in the war 
had insufficient protective gear. 

But while most of Company E’s work in 
fighting insurgents was on foot, the biggest 
danger the men faced came in traveling to 
and from camp: 13 of the 21 men who were 
killed had been riding in Humvees that failed 
to deflect bullets or bombs. 

Toward the end of their tour when half of 
their fleet had become factory-armored, the 
armor’s worth became starkly clear. A car 
bomb that the unit’s commander, Capt. 
Kelly D. Royer, said was at least as powerful 
as the one on May 29 showered a fully ar-
mored Humvee with shrapnel, photographs 
show. The marines inside were left nearly 
unscathed. 

Captain Royer, from Orangevale, Calif., 
would not accompany his troops home. He 
was removed from his post six days before 
they began leaving Ramadi, accused by his 
superiors of being dictatorial, records show. 
His defenders counter that his commanding 
style was a necessary response to the ex-
treme circumstances of his unit’s deploy-
ment. 

Company E’s experiences still resonate 
today both in Iraq, where two more marines 
were killed last week in Ramadi by the con-
tinuing insurgency, and in Washington, 
where Congress is still struggling to solve 
the Humvee problem. Just on Thursday, the 
Senate voted to spend an extra $213 million 
to buy more fully armored Humvees. The 
Army’s procurement system, which also sup-
plies the Marines, has come under fierce crit-
icism for underperforming in the war, and to 
this day it has only one small contractor in 
Ohio armoring new Humvees. 

Marine Corps officials disclosed last month 
in Congressional hearings that they were 
now going their own way and had under-
taken a crash program to equip all of their 
more than 2,800 Humvees in Iraq with strong-
er armor. The effort went into production in 
November and is to be completed at the end 
of this year. 

Defense Department officials acknowl-
edged that Company E lacked enough equip-
ment and men, but said that those were 
problems experienced by many troops when 
the insurgency intensified last year, and 
that vigorous efforts had been made to im-
prove their circumstances. 

Lt. Gen. James N. Mattis of Richland, 
Wash., who commanded the First Marine Di-
vision to which Company E belongs, said he 
had taken every possible step to support 
Company E. He added that they had received 
more factory-armored Humvees than any 
other unit in Iraq. 

‘‘We could not encase men in sufficiently 
strong armor to deny any enemy success,’’ 
General Mattis said. ‘‘The tragic loss of our 
men does not necessarily indicate failure—it 
is war.’’ 

TROUBLE FROM THE START 
Company E’s troubles began at Camp Pen-

dleton when, just seven days before the unit 
left for Iraq, it lost its first commander. The 
captain who led them through training was 
relieved for reasons his supervisor declined 
to discuss. 

‘‘That was like losing your quarterback on 
game day,’’ said First Sgt. Curtis E. Winfree. 

In Kuwait, where the unit stopped over, an 
18-year-old private committed suicide in a 
chapel. Then en route to Ramadi, they lost 
the few armored plates they had earmarked 
for their vehicles when the steel was bor-
rowed by another unit that failed to return 
it. Company E tracked the steel down and 
took it back. 

Even at that, the armor was mostly just 
scrap and thin, and they needed more for the 
unarmored Humvees they inherited from the 
Florida National Guard. 

‘‘It was pitiful,’’ said Capt. Chae J. Han, a 
member of a Pentagon team that surveyed 
the Marine camps in Iraq last year to docu-
ment their condition. ‘‘Everything was just 
slapped on armor, just homemade, not armor 
that was given to us through the normal 
logistical system.’’ 

The report they produced was classified, 
but Captain Royer, who took over command 
of the unit, and other Company E marines 
say they had to build barriers at the camp— 
a former junkyard—to block suicide drivers, 
improve the fencing and move the toilets 
under a thick roof to avoid the insurgent 
shelling. 

Even some maps they were given to plan 
raids were several years old, showing farm-
land where in fact there were homes, said a 
company intelligence expert, Cpl. Charles V. 
Lauersdorf, who later went to work for the 
Defense Intelligence Agency. There, he dis-
covered up-to-date imagery that had not 
found its way to the front lines. 

Ramadi had been quiet under the National 
Guard, but the Marines had orders to root 
out an insurgency that was using the provin-
cial capital as a way station to Falluja and 
Baghdad, said Lt. Col. Paul J. Kennedy, who 
oversaw Company E as the commander of its 
Second Battalion, Fourth Marine Regiment. 

Before the company’s first month was up, 
Lance Cpl. William J. Wiscowiche of 
Victorville, Calif., lay dead on the main 
highway as its first casualty. The Marine 
Corps issued a statement saying only that he 
had died in action. But for Company E, it 
was the first reality check on the con-
straints that would mark their tour. 

SWEEPING FOR BOMBS 
A British officer had taught them to sweep 

the roads for bombs by boxing off sections 
and fanning out troops into adjoining neigh-
borhoods in hopes of scaring away insurgents 
poised to set off the bombs. ‘‘We didn’t have 
the time to do that,’’ said Sgt. Charles R. 
Sheldon of Solana Beach, Calif. ‘‘We had to 
clear this long section of highway, and it 
usually took us all day.’’ 

Now and then a Humvee would speed 
through equipped with an electronic device 
intended to block detonation of makeshift 
bombs. The battalion, which had five compa-
nies in its fold, had only a handful of the de-
vices, Colonel Kennedy said. 

Company E had none, even though sweep-
ing roads for bombs was one of its main du-
ties. So many of the marines, like Corporal 
Wiscowiche, had to rely on their eyes. On 
duty on March 30, 2004, the 20–year-old lance 
corporal did not spot the telltale three-inch 
wires sticking out of the dust until he was a 
few feet away, the company’s leaders say. He 
died when the bomb was set off. 

‘‘We had just left the base,’’ Corporal Winn 
said. ‘‘He was walking in the middle of the 
road, and all I remember is hearing a big ex-
plosion and seeing a big cloud of smoke.’’ 

The endless task of walking the highways 
for newly hidden I.E.D.’s, or improvised ex-
plosive devices, ‘‘was nerve wracking,’’ Cor-
poral Winn said, and the company began 
using binoculars and the scopes on their ri-
fles to spot the bombs after Corporal 
Wiscowiche was killed. 

‘‘Halfway through the deployment marines 
began getting good at spotting little things,’’ 
Sergeant Sheldon added. ‘‘We had marines 
riding down the road at 60 miles an hour, and 
they would spot a copper filament sticking 
out of a block of cement.’’ 

General Mattis said troops in the area now 
have hundreds of the electronic devices to 
foil the I.E.D.’s. 
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In parceling out Ramadi, the Marine Corps 

leadership gave Company E more than 10 
square miles to control, far more than the 
battalion’s other companies. Captain Royer 
said he had informally asked for an extra 
platoon, or 44 marines, and had been told the 
battalion was seeking an extra company. 
The battalion’s operations officer, Maj. John 
D. Harrill, said the battalion had received 
sporadic assistance from the Army and had 
given Company E extra help. General Mattis 
says he could not pull marines from another 
part of Iraq because ‘‘there were tough fights 
going on everywhere.’’ 

Colonel Kennedy said Company E’s area 
was less dense, but the pressure it put on the 
marines came to a boil on April 6, 2004, when 
the company had to empty its camp—leaving 
the cooks to guard the gates—to deal with 
three firefights. 

Ten of its troops were killed that day, in-
cluding eight who died when the Humvee 
they were riding in was ambushed en route 
to assist other marines under fire. That 
Humvee lacked even the improvised steel on 
the back where most of the marines sat, 
Company E leaders say. 

‘‘All I saw was sandbags, blood and dead 
bodies,’’ Sergeant Valerio said. ‘‘There was 
no protection in the back.’’ 

Captain Royer said more armor would not 
have even helped. The insurgents had a .50- 
caliber machine gun that punched huge holes 
through its windshield. Only a heavier com-
bat vehicle could have withstood the bar-
rage, he said, but the unit had none. Defense 
Department officials have said they favored 
Humvees over tanks in Iraq because they 
were less imposing to civilians. 

The Humvee that trailed behind that day, 
which did have improvised armor, was hit 
with less powerful munitions, and the ma-
rines riding in it survived by hunkering 
down. ‘‘The rounds were pinging,’’ Sergeant 
Sheldon said. ‘‘Then in a lull they returned 
fire and got out.’’ 

Captain Royer said that he photographed 
the Humvees in which his men died to show 
to any official who asked about the condi-
tion of their armor, but that no one ever did. 

Sergeant Valerio redoubled his effort to 
fortify the Humvees by begging other 
branches of the military for scraps. ‘‘How am 
I going to leave those kids out there in those 
Humvees,’’ he recalled asking himself. 

The company of 185 marines had only two 
Humvees and three trucks when it arrived, 
so just getting them into his shop was a 
logistical chore, Sergeant Valerio said. He 
also worried that the steel could come loose 
in a blast and become deadly shrapnel. 

For the gunners who rode atop, Sergeant 
Valerio stitched together bulletproof shoul-
der pads into chaps to protect their legs. 

‘‘That guy was amazing,’’ First Sgt. Ber-
nard Coleman said. ‘‘He was under a vehicle 
when a mortar landed, and he caught some 
in the leg. When the mortar fire stopped, he 
went right back to work.’’ 

A CAPTAIN’S FATE 
Lt. Sean J. Schickel remembers Captain 

Royer asking a high-ranking Marine Corps 
visitor whether the company would be get-
ting more factory-armored Humvees. The of-
ficial said they had not been requested and 
that there were production constraints, 
Lieutenant Schickel said. 

Recalls Captain Royer: ‘‘I’m thinking we 
have our most precious resource engaged in 
combat, and certainly the wealth of our na-
tion can provide young, selfless men with 
what they need to accomplish their mission. 
That’s an erudite way of putting it. I have a 
much more guttural response that I won’t 
give you.’’ 

Captain Royer was later relieved of com-
mand. General Mattis and Colonel Kennedy 

declined to discuss the matter. His first fit-
ness report, issued on May 31, 2004, after the 
company’s deadliest firefights, concluded, 
‘‘He has single-handedly reshaped a company 
in sore need of a leader; succeeded in forming 
a cohesive fighting force that is battle-tested 
and worthy.’’ 

The second, on Sept. 1, 2004, gave him op-
posite marks for leadership. ‘‘He has been de-
scribed on numerous occasions as ‘dictato-
rial,’’’ it said. ‘‘There is no morale or moti-
vation in his marines.’’ His defenders say he 
drove his troops as hard as he drove himself, 
but was wrongly blamed for problems like 
armor. ‘‘Captain Royer was a decent man 
that was used for a dirty job and thrown 
away by his chain of command,’’ Sergeant 
Sheldon said. 

Today, Captain Royer is at Camp Pen-
dleton contesting his fitness report, which 
could force him to retire. Company E is 
awaiting deployment to Okinawa, Japan. 
Some members have moved to other units, or 
are leaving the Marines altogether. 

‘‘I’m checking out,’’ Corporal Winn said. 
‘‘When I started, I wanted to make it my ca-
reer. I’ve had enough.’’ 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUHL of New York). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SMITH of New Jersey addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF 109TH 
CONGRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Ethics. The 
principles of honor and morality. The 
accepted rules of conduct. The moral 
principles of an individual. 

Mr. Speaker, the 109th Congress re-
cently passed its 100-day mark, and I 
would like to reflect on the progress we 
have made under the strong leadership 
of the Republican Party to create jobs, 
to strengthen the economy, support 
our troops, and to protect our borders. 
And we have done this with strong bi-
partisan support as wiser, calmer heads 
have prevailed on the other side of the 
aisle. 

The energy bill, supported by 41 
Democrats. This bill will create nearly 
half a million new jobs in the manufac-
turing, construction, agriculture and 
technology sectors by reducing our de-
pendency on foreign oil while exploring 
domestic sources and alternative en-
ergy sources. This was opposed by the 
minority leader. 

Class action reform, supported by 73 
Democrats. This will unclog overused 
courts, end the harassment of local 
businesses by stopping predatory forum 
shopping by some trial attorneys and 
will protect consumers with a con-
sumer class action bill of rights. Small 
businesses pay an average of $88 billion 
each year on lawsuits and this cost is 
simply passed on to consumers. This 
money could be much better spent 

growing businesses and creating jobs. 
This bill was opposed by the minority 
leader. 

Permanent repeal of the death tax, 
supported by 42 Democrats. The death 
tax is the leading cause of dissolution 
for most small businesses. Seventy per-
cent of businesses do not make it past 
the first generation because of death 
tax rates. According to one small busi-
ness survey, more than 80 percent of 
small businesses spend $25,000 annually 
on attorney-consultant fees and life in-
surance premiums in an attempt to 
avoid the crushing blow of the death 
tax. Again, this money could be much 
better spent growing businesses and 
creating jobs. This was opposed by the 
minority leader. 

The Border Security Act, supported 
by 42 Democrats. This will implement a 
much-needed national standard for 
driver’s license requirements and 
strengthen our borders so that those 
who intend to do us harm find it harder 
to enter our country. This was opposed 
by the minority leader. 

Thank goodness for the moderates in 
the Democratic Party who are willing 
to put aside partisan bickering and 
work together to get things done for 
America. The minority leader’s contin-
ued opposition tactics more closely re-
semble the pirates of the South Seas 
who hijacked commerce and progress 
and accomplished absolutely nothing 
in the long run. 

What a shame. 
f 

DEFEAT CAFTA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, pro-
ponents of the so-called free trade 
agreements like the North American 
Free Trade Agreement, which I op-
posed, have long promised endless 
riches for U.S. workers, farmers, busi-
nesses and the economy. Of course, 
they have been wrong on all counts. 
But they are not to be deterred. They 
want another bite of the apple here. 
They think that the American people 
and Members of Congress who rep-
resent them, those who have lost their 
jobs, seen their jobs threatened, their 
standard of living diminished as we 
have gone into massive trade deficits 
and exported industries overseas in 
pursuit of cheaper labor and lower en-
vironmental standards, that they can 
fool us again. 

The President finished secret nego-
tiations a year ago the end of this 
month for what is called the Central 
American Free Trade Agreement. And 
they are promising all the same things. 
I went before the Committee on Ways 
and Means which reluctantly, begrudg-
ingly, allowed some of us to testify in 
opposition to this pending agreement. 

Now, there is no legislative process. 
They mark up what is called a mock 
bill or a pretend bill or a play bill in 
Ways and Means. They are not allowed 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2940 May 4, 2005 
to amend it or change it. The President 
secretly negotiated it, and it will be 
brought to this floor for an up-or-down 
vote, no amendments allowed. Congress 
has given up all its rights as a legisla-
tive body and its constitutional rights 
as relate to trade agreements between 
the U.S. and foreign countries. 

If this were in the best interests of 
the United States or an urgent pri-
ority, it might make sense; but what it 
does is perpetuate a failed and failing 
trade policy. The United States of 
America, the Bush administration, is 
setting a record every month this year. 
Congratulations to the Bush adminis-
tration. They have us on track for 
beating last year’s trade deficit of $620 
billion to $720 billion, $2 billion a day 
borrowed from foreign interests rep-
resenting tens of thousands, hundreds 
of thousands of U.S. jobs that have 
moved to China, India, Central Amer-
ica, Latin America, Mexico and other 
countries chasing the cheapest labor 
they can find, the most exploited labor 
they can find, the most environmental 
depredations they can find around the 
world. 

They think that this is just working 
great. The President thinks that it just 
shows our economy is really strong. 
That is why we are running these huge 
trade deficits. So they want to rep-
licate it closer to home so U.S. compa-
nies do not have to go all the way to 
China to exploit cheap labor; they 
could move a little closer to home in 
Central America. 

When they offered NAFTA, the U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce predicted it 
would create 170,000 jobs in the United 
States. Many on that side of the aisle 
are still talking about all the great 
jobs that will come from NAFTA. Of 
course, and now CAFTA, it actually 
cost the United States 880,000 jobs. So 
they were off by a million jobs. That is 
a pretty big miss. CAFTA is likely to 
accelerate that trend. 

They tell us, Oh, it’s just that we 
want to sell things to Central America. 
Think of the massive buying power of 
those people in Central America. They 
earn $2 a day. If they devoted all of the 
economies to all of the countries that 
would be included in CAFTA, if every 
penny in those countries was spent on 
buying U.S. goods, it would equal 5 
days’ production in the United States 
of America. 

No, it is not about selling U.S. goods 
there any more than it was about sell-
ing goods to Mexico or selling goods to 
China. It is creating an export platform 
for U.S. companies who want to move 
overseas and have cheaper labor and 
avoid environmental laws and protec-
tions in this country. 

The only problem with this theory is 
what happens to the middle class? 
What happens to the working people of 
this country? We are larding them 
down with a huge foreign debt, $2 bil-
lion a day, and they are losing their 
jobs. How is this model sustainable? It 
also undermines our sovereignty. As we 
borrow more and more money from 

overseas, China, Japan and other coun-
tries, they get more and more capable 
of squeezing our country economically. 

And it will hurt farmers. For the 
first time in our history, the United 
States of America is going to run a 
trade deficit in agriculture. That was 
going to be one of the big winners 
under the WTO, CAFTA, NAFTA. Oh, 
it’s going to be great for ag. I remem-
ber having all these farmers come in, 
Oh, this is going to help us so much, 
the wheat farmers in Oregon. They 
were back the next year saying, You 
were right. The Chinese bought one 
shipload and that was it. 

Now, they are talking about shipping 
wheat to the United States of America. 
We are going to run a trade deficit in 
agriculture. We are going to become 
not only dependent upon foreign coun-
tries to borrow money and build things 
that we use every day but to feed us, 
and we are going to ask them to lend 
us the money to buy the food to feed 
ourselves. 

This is not a policy that is sustain-
able and in the national economic in-
terest or the national economic secu-
rity or defense interest. We need a new 
model for trade, not replicating the old 
failed model. I am pleased to see that 
more and more and more of my col-
leagues are coming around to this con-
clusion. 

Defeat CAFTA. 
f 

IN SUPPORT OF LIEUTENANT 
PANTANO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. JONES of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, Saturday was the final day of 
the article 32 hearing for a Marine fac-
ing murder charges for actions he took 
against Iraqi insurgents in self-defense. 
A year ago in Iraq, Second Lieutenant 
Ilario Pantano made a split-second de-
cision to shoot two Iraqi insurgents 
who refused to follow his orders to stop 
their movement towards him. Two and 
a half months later a sergeant under 
his command, who never even saw the 
shooting and who was earlier demoted 
by Pantano for his lack of leadership 
abilities, accused him of murder. Now 
the case is in the hands of a hearing of-
ficer who must determine whether 
Lieutenant Pantano will face a court- 
martial. 

Mr. Speaker, I stand here today, as I 
have many other nights, in support of 
this bright young lieutenant. I have al-
ways maintained the innocence of 
Lieutenant Pantano, and I believe last 
week’s hearing produced information 
that will ultimately prove his inno-
cence. 

During the hearing, it became clear 
that the sergeant who accused Lieuten-
ant Pantano, Sergeant Coburn, dis-
obeyed orders to not grant interviews 
to the media on this case. At one point 
he left the stand after the hearing offi-
cer read him his rights and explained 

he could face charges for disobeying or-
ders. When he finally did return to tes-
tify on Saturday, he is reported to have 
said ‘‘I don’t know’’ or ‘‘I can’t remem-
ber’’ over 50 times. His story simply 
could not hold up under cross-examina-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that this 
man’s testimony cannot be considered 
credible. How can these charges move 
forward when the primary witness is 
someone who did not actually see the 
shooting and who cannot definitively 
stick to one recollection of the series 
of events that took place? If that is not 
enough evidence, let me also quote 
briefly from Navy Medal Corpsman 
George Gobles, the only other person 
present at the time of the shooting and 
the prosecution’s other main witness 
who took the stand. He called Pantano, 
and I quote, ‘‘a damn good leader.’’ He 
testified, ‘‘I felt the safest with, you 
know, this platoon, because more than 
anything because of Lieutenant 
Pantano, his leadership.’’ 

Likewise, Major Brian Neil, the oper-
ations officer for Pantano’s battalion, 
testified that Lieutenant Pantano was 
one of the finest second lieutenants he 
has ever known during his 17-year ca-
reer in the corps. He recalled the day of 
the shooting, testifying: ‘‘To me, it was 
a good day. We killed two obvious in-
surgents.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, as I have said many 
times before, Lieutenant Pantano is by 
all accounts an exceptional Marine. I 
hope that last week’s proceedings will 
finally bring out the truth in this case. 
I pray that the end is near so that the 
Pantano family can move forward with 
their lives. Hopefully, the facts can 
bring closure to this serious and sad 
mistake in the history of the Marine 
Corps. 

In conclusion, I continue to ask my 
colleagues to research the case and 
consider supporting House Resolution 
167, my bill to help support Lieutenant 
Pantano as he faces this battle. I en-
courage them to visit his mother’s Web 
site at www.defendthedefenders.org and 
learn more about this fine young Ma-
rine. I would be proud to call him my 
son or my son-in-law. 

I ask as I close today, Mr. Speaker, 
that God please bless Lieutenant 
Pantano’s family, to please bless our 
men and women in uniform and their 
families, and I ask God to continue to 
bless America. 

f 

b 1630 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KUHL). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. GUTIERREZ) is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to discuss ways we can work together 
to create an immigration system that 
better reflects the enormous contribu-
tions immigrants make every day, re-
spects our Nation’s proud history of 
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welcoming men and women to seek a 
better life, and better protects our 
homeland by bringing people out of the 
shadows. And today I thought we could 
continue our discussion of mending 
borders with a quote. 

The late Senator Robert F. Kennedy 
once said, ‘‘Our attitude toward immi-
gration reflects our faith in the Amer-
ican ideal. We have always believed it 
possible for men and women who start 
at the bottom to rise as far as their 
talent and energy allow. Neither race 
nor place of birth should affect their 
chances.’’ 

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, our cur-
rent immigration system is falling far 
short of those ideals. But it is my hope 
that we can work in a bipartisan fash-
ion to ensure that our Nation’s immi-
gration policies and the practices bet-
ter embody Senator KENNEDY’s elo-
quent words. 

Because the struggling farm worker 
in Washington State who endures bru-
tal working conditions and little pay 
to support his family deserves the right 
to be treated with dignity and to have 
a clear path to permanency for his sac-
rifice. Because the restaurant worker 
in Chicago who each day faces endless 
hours of washing dishes in the dank 
basements of our swankiest eateries to 
support her children has earned the 
right to keep her family together with-
out fear of deportation. And because 
the factory worker in North Carolina 
who tolerates grueling days so his 
loved ones may one day realize the 
American Dream should be protected 
from exploitation and discrimination. 

These hard-working immigrants are 
part of the fabric of our Nation as sure-
ly and completely as those who came 
before them. And from coast to coast 
in big cities and small farm towns, 
they are serving as America’s economic 
backbone and as a source of pride and 
progress for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, our Nation depends on 
immigrants’ labor, and I hope we can 
create an immigration system as de-
pendable as they are. 

So tonight, rather than focusing on 
divisive words of people like Lou 
Dobbs, let us focus on the words of Fed-
eral Reserve Chairman Alan Green-
span, who recently stated at a Com-
mittee on Financial Services hearing 
that: ‘‘As I’ve said before, I’m always 
supportive of expanding our immigra-
tion policies. I think that immigration 
has been very important to the success 
of this country. And I fully support it.’’ 
Federal Reserve Chairman Alan Green-
span. 

Rather than unfairly attacking 
imigrants for filling jobs Americans 
will not do, let us focus on the words of 
President Theodore Roosevelt, who 
said, ‘‘This country will not be a per-
manently good place for any of us to 
live in unless we make it a reasonably 
good place for all of us to live in.’’ 
President Roosevelt’s words are why in 
cities across the country today, work-
ers and advocates, religious and busi-
ness leaders are standing together to 

strongly support comprehensive immi-
gration reform. 

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow is Cinco de 
Mayo, and I can assure the Members 
that this town is gearing up for an-
other party. And while the immigrants 
appreciate the mariachis and marching 
bands, the speeches and the songs, 
what they really want is an immigra-
tion system that works and keeps their 
families united. A system that allows 
them to be full and productive mem-
bers of our society. Because, Mr. 
Speaker, we cannot simply just take 
their labor, their sweat and their toil 
and then subjugate them into the shad-
ows of a second class citizenry. We 
need a system that allows people to 
come to our country in a safe, orderly, 
and legal manner. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GUTKNECHT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take my Special Order 
at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

f 

VIRGIL POE, CHARTER MEMBER 
OF THE GREATEST GENERATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POE. Mr. Speaker, born in the 
1920s, he grew up in the Depression of 
the 1930s poor, like most rural Amer-
ican children. Fresh vegetables were 
grown in the family garden behind the 
small frame house. His mother made 
sandwiches for school out of homemade 
bread. Store-bought bread was for the 
rich. He grew up belonging to the Boy 
Scouts, playing the trumpet in the 
high school band, and he went to 
church on most Sundays. 

In 1944, this 18-year-old country boy 
that had never been more than 50 miles 
from home finally found himself going 
through basic training in the United 
States Army at Camp Walters in Camp 
Walters, Texas. After that he rode the 
train with hundreds of other young 
teenagers, American males to New 
York City for the ocean trip on a 
cramped Liberty ship to fight in the 
great World War II. 

As a soldier in the 7th Army, he went 
from France on to survive the Battle of 
the Bulge and through the cities of 
Aachen, Stuttgart, Cologne, and Bonn. 
As a teenager, he saw the concentra-
tion camps and the victims of the 
Nazis. He saw incredible numbers of 
other teenage Americans buried in 

graves throughout France. A monu-
ment to those soldiers is at Normandy. 

After Germany surrendered, he went 
back to Fort Hood, Texas, expecting to 
be re-equipped for the land invasion of 
Japan. It was there he met Mom at a 
Wednesday night ‘‘prayer meeting’’ 
church service. 

Until a few years ago, this GI, my 
dad, would never talk about World War 
II. He still will not say much except he 
does say the heroes, they are the ones 
buried in Europe today. 

After the war he opened a DX service 
station where he pumped gas, sold 
tires, fixed cars, and began a family. 
Deciding he needed to go to college, he 
moved to West Texas and enrolled in a 
small Christian college called Abilene 
Christian College. He and his wife and 
his two small children lived in an old 
converted army barracks with other 
such families. He supported us by 
working nights at KRBC radio and 
climbing telephone poles for ‘‘Ma 
Bell,’’ later called Southwestern Bell. 

He finished college, became an engi-
neer and worked 40-plus years for 
Southwestern Bell Telephone Company 
in Houston, Texas. He turned down a 
promotion and a transfer to New York 
City because it was not Texas and he 
said ‘‘no place to raise a family.’’ 

Dad instilled in my sister and me the 
values of being a neighbor to all, loving 
our country, loving our heritage, and 
always just doing the right thing to all 
people. 

He still gets mad at the Eastern 
Media. He flies the flag on holidays. He 
goes to church on Sunday, and he takes 
Mom out to eat almost every Friday 
night. He stands in the front yard and 
talks to his neighbors. He can fix any-
thing. He still mows his own grass even 
though he is 80 years of age. And he has 
a strong opinion on politics and world 
events. He gives plenty of advice to all 
people, including me. He has two com-
puters in his home office. He sends e- 
mails to hundreds of his buddies all 
over the world. Dad and Mom still live 
in Houston, Texas, close to where I 
grew up. 

So today, Mr. Speaker, as we on this 
60th anniversary honor those who 
fought in the great World War II and 
the victory in Europe, we honor not 
only my dad, but all of those American 
heroes. My dad was one of those indi-
viduals. He is the best man I ever met. 
One of the charter members of the 
Greatest Generation. And I hope I turn 
out like him, the man I admire the 
most. 

Virgil Poe, good man, good father. 
That is plenty for one life. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take my Special 
Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

f 

REFLECTING THE 2–YEAR ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE PRESIDENT’S 
‘‘MISSION ACCOMPLISHED’’ 
SPEECH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EMANUEL) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, last 
Sunday marked the 2-year anniversary 
of President Bush’s now infamous 
‘‘Mission Accomplished’’ speech aboard 
the USS Lincoln. Tomorrow the House 
of Representatives will vote on another 
$82 billion for the Iraqi conflict and Af-
ghanistan conflict, bringing the total 
cost to the American taxpayers of $300 
billion. Sunday, the 2-year anniversary 
of the ‘‘Mission Accomplished’’ speech; 
tomorrow the United States Congress 
puts the tab at $300 billion for the Iraqi 
and Afghanistan engagements. 

What have we accomplished? We have 
defeated Saddam Hussein; yet we find 
ourselves mired in an endless occupa-
tion. This past January we witnessed a 
successful election; yet the progress on 
developing a functioning government 
has been slow at best. Terrorism and 
the insurgency remain as strong as 
ever and at times seems to be esca-
lating. 

Today we learned about another ex-
plosion killing 50 individuals. Last 
week over 100 individuals were killed in 
different terrorist acts. The economy is 
stalled, the civil society cannot form a 
consensus, and millions of Iraqis re-
main without basic services such as 
electricity. The brave men and women 
in the American Armed Forces con-
tinue to fight a valiant effort, but the 
battle has taken its toll. 

In addition to the $300 billion it has 
cost the taxpayers, we have lost 1,600 
sons, daughters, mothers, fathers, 
aunts, uncles; and 12,000 citizens are 
wounded, some permanently. And the 
strain is so great the recruiters in the 
armed services cannot meet their en-
listment goals. Through the first 5 
months of fiscal year 2005, the Army is 
short its recruitment goal by 15 per-
cent. The Pentagon now says that they 
are stretched so thin, it would be dif-
ficult for the Armed Forces to meet 
other obligations should they need to. 

Mr. Speaker, Operation Iraqi Free-
dom was a war of choice. As President 
Kennedy once said, ‘‘To govern is to 
choose.’’ One can only hope that the 
war in Iraq was the right choice, and as 
I said, tomorrow we will add an addi-
tional $82 billion, bringing the total 
cost to $300 billion. 

But in the meantime, while we have 
made this effort in Iraq and Afghani-

stan, what has happened here at home? 
Every President has always thought in 
the middle of a military engagement, 
how do I make America stronger post 
this war? What do I do to think about 
America’s future, raise its sights to see 
another horizon? 

President Lincoln, in the middle of 
the Civil War, he thought of the trans-
continental railway system. President 
Lincoln thought of the land grant col-
leges. President Eisenhower thought, 
in the height of the Cold War, of the 
highway system in America. President 
Kennedy, in the middle of the esca-
lation of Vietnam and the Cold War, 
thought of putting a man on the moon. 
President Roosevelt, during World War 
II, thought of the GI bill that built and 
made this an American century the 
last century. 

So as we go through it, Eisenhower 
thought of the highway system here in 
America; President Bush is threatening 
to veto the highway bill. President 
Lincoln thought of the trans-
continental railroad system; President 
Bush wants to veto Amtrak and elimi-
nate it. Every President has thought of 
America as a greater and bigger vision. 
This is the first President who is now 
talking about a lesser vision for Amer-
ica in the middle of a war. 

We must not have the legacy only of 
1,600 dead, 12,000 wounded, and costing 
$300 billion and an America that is 
weaker and smaller and all we have left 
them is $2 trillion of additional debt to 
dig their way out. We can do better. We 
must have a vision of America that is 
stronger past this conflict, not one 
that leaves Iraq stronger and us weak-
er. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GINGREY addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take my Special 
Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SENIOR DEMOCRATS SHOULD 
LISTEN TO THEIR RANK AND FILE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly appreciate the time here on the 
House floor to discuss a pressing mat-
ter not only to this House of Rep-
resentatives but to the future of our 
country, really, and the type of debates 
we are going to engage in as a body. 

It has been interesting to read press 
reports, press reports that some on the 

other side of the aisle have been push-
ing forward regarding this House and 
the behavior of our Republican Mem-
bers on this side. It turns out that sen-
ior Democrats, the senior Members of 
the other party, have focused on the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY), 
our Republican majority leader. They 
focused on the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) because he has been an ef-
fective conservative here in the United 
States House of Representatives, an ef-
fective leader for this House for all Re-
publicans, and actually for all Ameri-
cans, to pass tax relief, to pass limita-
tions on lawsuits, to pass good conserv-
ative social policies that actually help 
our country move forward. The Demo-
crats are attacking him because he is 
an effective leader, and they are rising 
to this challenge. Instead of debating 
the issues, they are debating process. 
Instead of debating substance, they are 
debating process. 

b 1645 
Because they cannot beat us on the 

issues that we are fighting for every 
day on this side of the aisle, and be-
cause many of their rank-and-file join 
with us on these votes, some in the 
leadership on the Democrat side of the 
aisle have resorted to ethical com-
plaints against the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. DELAY). 

What has been found in recent days, 
many reports indicate that those lead-
ers are casting stones; yet they are liv-
ing in a glass house, and their leader-
ship, many leaders on the other side re-
alize that there are ethical violations 
on their own side, so perhaps they 
should not engage in this battle. 

Over the last couple of weeks, we 
have found that the leadership on the 
other side, many leaders, at the very 
least, realize that perhaps they should 
not take this line of attack against our 
Republican majority leader, because 
they have violated the very same rules 
that they point to him for violating. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I ask many of the 
leadership on the other side to listen to 
their rank-and-file and realize that we 
need to be debating the great issues of 
the day, not debating ethics. We need 
to have a functional Ethics Committee 
here in the House. We need to have a 
House that can actually move policies 
forward and not sit here every day and 
listen to the other side of the aisle 
complain about process. 

So I ask those senior Democrats to 
listen to their rank-and-file, the rank- 
and-file that voted with us on the en-
ergy bill, the rank-and-file that voted 
with us on the Republican side for an 
energy policy, for tax relief, for a good 
budget; those that are actually looking 
at reasonable reforms to move our Na-
tion forward, instead of resorting to 
what the New Republic says is their 
strategy, and I quote from this article, 
‘‘Democrats should consider fighting 
by extra-parliamentary means, going 
beyond the standard parameters of leg-
islative debate and attacking Repub-
licans not on issues but on ethics, char-
acter. In other words, it may be time 
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for Democrats to burn down the House 
in order to save it.’’ 

Burn down the House, Mr. Speaker. 
That is their strategy. Many on the 
left think that that is the way to take 
back this House, and we on this side of 
the aisle are going to continue working 
on the issues that the American people 
care about and continue moving this 
Nation forward. 

f 

ORGANIZED LABOR LEADING THE 
FIGHT FOR ECONOMIC SECURITY 
FOR AMERICA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

KUHL of New York). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is recognized for 
5 minutes. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, as 
our Nation struggles with soaring 
health care costs, bankrupt pensions, 
and devastating job loss, it is organized 
labor that leads the fight to protect, 
defend, and advance the economic secu-
rity of our Nation. 

I was recently meeting with leaders 
from the Ohio Association of Public 
School Employees, and we talked about 
all of the issues facing our Members 
and their members in my home district 
and throughout the State of Ohio. We 
talked about the contract-by-contract 
struggle to hold health care costs 
down. We talked about the impact of 
the State budget and the devastating 
ideas to expand privatization, make it 
easier to lay off workers, and force 
school districts to minimize or dimin-
ish health insurance, and to limit col-
lective bargaining. 

The answer to Ohio’s problems is not 
to weaken labor unions like OAPSE, 
but to strengthen them and to let all of 
our communities share in the benefits 
that labor has worked so hard to 
achieve. I am proud of unions like 
OAPSE, and I am proud to share in 
their fight for dignity and respect. 

Right now, in my State, we have a 
crisis for our retirees, the very people 
who gave their entire working lives to 
serve children in Ohio’s schools. They 
need a retirement that offers a good 
quality of life and one that relieves the 
pressure of deciding between food and 
medicine. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to take care of 
the people who take care of our kids; 
and if what is happening in Ohio is any 
indication, we are failing miserably. 

On Monday of this week, I was at a 
school in my district; and while at that 
school, I learned of schools in our re-
gion terminating breakfast programs 
in order to save money. I learned of art 
and music classes being canceled. I 
learned of libraries being closed in 
some schools, and operating on a half- 
time basis in others. I learned of teach-
ers of gifted students being laid off. I 
learned of high schools where all for-
eign language classes have been can-
celed. In short, I heard about condi-
tions which, left unabated, will lead to 
the disintegration of our great State. 

But standing here in the people’s 
House, I am hopeful. I am hopeful be-

cause the people of Ohio are fighters, 
and unions like OAPSE are leading 
that fight. Because of their efforts, we 
will bring back Ohio and Ohio will once 
again lead the Nation in building a bet-
ter future for our kids. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to take my 
Special Order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

f 

LET US WORK TOGETHER FOR 
THE GOOD OF AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. WESTMORE-
LAND) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
our friends on the other side of the 
aisle have opened a Pandora’s box by 
spending most of the 109th Congress fo-
cused on ethics matters. With all the 
righteous indignation they can muster, 
the minority has called for investiga-
tions of the majority leader’s every 
move, even digging up stories as far 
back as 1997. 

At the same time, the minority pro-
hibited the Ethics Committee for 4 
months from convening to hear the 
charges that they were leveling against 
a Member of Congress. It is obvious, 
Mr. Speaker, that our colleagues on 
the other side of the aisle simply did 
not want to give the majority leader a 
chance to make his case to the com-
mittee and to clear his name. They 
hoped to look like paragons of purity. 
Instead, we know now that they are 
just the purveyors of partisan politics. 
By grinding the Ethics Committee to a 
halt, they knew that every story about 
Tom DeLay would have the phrase 
‘‘under investigation.’’ And why give 
him a chance to prove his innocence 
when you can trap your political nem-
esis in a cloud of suspicion and con-
troversy? Why have a fair hearing 
when you can rig public opinion 
through implications and accusations 
in the news media? 

The minority leadership has called 
for investigations of Mr. DELAY’s trav-
els. Mr. DELAY has welcomed the 
chance to present his case, and I have 
full faith that he will present his case 
vigorously. But I would caution and I 
would ask the minority leader to be 
more careful to consider the implica-
tions for her caucus the next time that 
they call for a congressional probe. The 

minority leader and the minority whip 
have now trapped some of their own 
Members with their own fiery rhetoric. 

The Democratic leadership called for 
investigations of lobbyists paying for 
travel. What they did not count on was 
that several members of their caucus 
took trips paid for by registered lobby-
ists. Some have admitted that they 
missed filing deadlines for disclosures 
on numerous trips. To their credit, 
they apologized for their errors, but 
then went on to say, I can tell you one 
thing, Jack Abramoff was not on any 
one of the trips. But Abramoff was in-
volved in travel for other Democratic 
Members. The Associated Press re-
ported yesterday that two Democrats 
‘‘received travel expenses initially paid 
for by lobbyist Jack Abramoff on his 
credit card or by his firm.’’ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want this 
body to denigrate itself. We do not 
serve the people who elected us and we 
do not serve our parties in the long 
term if we engage in an ethics war with 
charges and counter-charges. Let us be 
clear: there are no winners in an ethics 
war. Everyone loses. Instead of helping 
the American people, we disgust them. 
Instead of building up, we tear down 
the working relationship that we need 
across the aisle to do this Nation’s 
business. 

We need to concentrate on the good 
things that we have done so far in the 
109th Congress, like abolishing the in-
heritance tax, the energy bill, the 
transportation bill, bankruptcy reform, 
class action lawsuit reform, winning 
the war on terror, protecting our bor-
ders; and there are many more good 
things that we need to do in this coun-
try, Mr. Speaker, for the American 
people. Let us work together. 

f 

INNOVATIVE HEALTH CARE 
INITIATIVES FOR AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
LANGEVIN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to acknowledge Cover the Uninsured 
Week. Many of us have heard from our 
constituents this week, just as we have 
in the weeks, months, and years prior, 
asking that we make health insurance 
coverage a top priority of the 109th 
Congress. America’s families are living 
in fear that someone they love might 
develop a health problem that they 
cannot afford. We must begin a mean-
ingful dialogue about this problem that 
will continue until every American has 
access to quality, affordable health in-
surance. 

This national disgrace has reached 
crisis proportions. Forty-five million 
Americans, more than 8 million of 
whom are children and more than 80 
percent of whom live in working fami-
lies, are one ambulance trip away from 
financial devastation. 

I was pleased to join the gentle-
woman from California (Leader PELOSI) 
and other Democrats in cosponsoring 
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three bills introduced this week as part 
of the Democrats’ plan to build on pro-
grams that already work. Together, 
the Family Care Act, the Medicare 
Early Access Act, and the Small Busi-
ness Health Insurance Promotion Act 
would cover over half of all uninsured 
Americans. I have also been proud to 
be a part of other initiatives, both na-
tionally and in my home State of 
Rhode Island, to expand existing health 
insurance programs for retirees, chil-
dren with disabilities, and adults at-
tempting to return to the workforce. 
These are all important aspects to ad-
dressing the health care crisis, and I 
am honored to be a part of building 
momentum around a solution. 

Just as individuals and families know 
that we are facing a health care crisis, 
our small business owners know that 
we are in crisis as well. Rising health 
care costs are undermining their abil-
ity to purchase coverage for their em-
ployees. It has threatened their ability 
to keep their businesses economically 
viable, and they are frustrated with the 
increasing burden of negotiating and 
administering health care plans that 
are taking on extra costs or passing 
them on to employees just to maintain 
level coverage. Without systematic 
change, these problems will continue 
to threaten the economic and health 
security of all Americans. 

What frustrates me the most about 
the health insurance crisis is what lit-
tle attention it receives. But I believe 
that with the proper amount of consid-
eration and planning, the health care 
system in America can be saved. An 
enormous amount of money circulates 
through our health care system. 

We spend $35 billion on uncompen-
sated care for individuals who do not 
have health insurance, just last year 
alone, with Federal, State, and local 
governments covering as much as 85 
percent of those costs. Would it not be 
better for American families and also 
more cost effective to transfer a large 
share of these funds to a new program 
to subsidize the cost of covering the 
uninsured? We spend millions treating 
illnesses diagnosed at later stages, thus 
requiring more costly treatments be-
cause we did not offer people the 
screenings to catch these problems ear-
lier. This is the least efficient way pos-
sible to treat people. 

While we may not be in the best of 
economic times, if we made this issue a 
priority and committed ourselves to 
spending our health care dollars more 
wisely, we could offer all Americans 
access to quality, affordable care. 

Now, with these principles of effi-
ciency and inclusion in mind, I have 
developed a model for universal health 
insurance introduced last year as the 
Americans Health Benefits Plan. This 
bill is modeled after the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program, 
which everyone in this Chamber is fa-
miliar with, as it offers coverage to 
Members of Congress, their families, 
and staffs. 

Under my proposal, private compa-
nies will compete to offer health insur-

ance, attracting enrollees on the basis 
of benefits as well as efficiency, serv-
ice, and lower premiums. The govern-
ment should make a substantial con-
tribution to every American’s pre-
mium, and those for whom paying a 
portion of the premium would be a 
hardship, the government should offer 
subsidies as we currently do under 
Medicaid. 

Employers should continue to con-
tribute to the health care system, and 
they could do so through a payroll tax 
which would fund the government con-
tribution, but the burden of negoti-
ating and administering health care 
plans should be taken on by the Fed-
eral Government. 

b 1700 

A National template for this model 
already exists. FEHBP manages health 
insurance for more than 8 million Fed-
eral employees, annuitants and depend-
ents. This program is administered by 
the Office of Personnel Management, 
which assumes responsibility for ap-
proving or disapproving carriers, nego-
tiating benefit and rate changes, and 
auditing carriers’ operations under the 
law. 

With administrative costs of less 
than 1 percent, OPM has managed to 
offer a wide variety of health care 
choices and protections for Federal em-
ployees. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the Fed-
eral Government should offer this kind 
of coverage and oversight to all Ameri-
cans and I sincerely hope to continue 
this dialogue with my colleagues be-
yond the Cover the Uninsured Week, 
but this is an important place to start. 

f 

PRAISING THE ANNIVERSARY OF 
V-E DAY IN EUROPE 

SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. KUHL). 
Under a previous order of the House, 
the gentleman from Texas, (Mr. 
MCCAUL) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCCAUL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
tonight I rise to commemorate the 60th 
anniversary of our Nation’s victory in 
Europe. And in doing so, I also like to 
honor men like my father and millions 
of others who answered freedom’s call 
in fighting World War II. When we con-
sider generations of our past, no one 
exemplifies the essence of America bet-
ter than those, part of what we now 
call, the Greatest Generation. 

To this day, and forever, I will be 
proud to say, my father was a part of 
this outstanding group, which led us to 
victory during World War II. As a 20- 
year-old bombardier-navigator in the 
Army Air Corps, my father, Major Jim 
McCaul, flew more than 30 bombing 
missions over Europe. 

This included the largest bombing 
mission of the war in support of the D- 
day invasion. He flew a B–17 bomber, 
the flying fortress of the war, as he and 
others helped defeat Adolph Hitler and 
the Nazi reign of terror. And like most 
men of his generation, my father did 
not talk much about what he had done 

and seen over the skies of Europe. It 
was simply too painful. 

However, when he did talk about his 
experiences, dad would describe his air-
plane as a tin can with wings that was 
easy prey for the flak fired from below 
and the Luftwaffe bullets raining down 
from above. He recalled watching his 
buddies getting shot down and the loss 
that he personally felt. Indeed on each 
mission, one out of every three planes 
were shot down. 

And when my father passed away in 
1985, he received a letter from Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan commending him 
for his service to his country. Perhaps 
Winston Churchill said it best, when he 
said of this generation, this was their 
finest hour. 

Our Nation is replete with stories 
such as my father’s. And while the 
names and faces of many of the GI Joes 
may be forgotten, their heroic deeds 
that helped secure our Nation’s ulti-
mate victory in Europe will be embla-
zoned as legends in our National con-
science forever. 

Mr. Speaker, as time passes, we come 
close to forever losing the personal 
connection to these great individuals 
and their historic accounts. In order to 
preserve these heroic stories for future 
generations, I strongly urge veterans 
to participate in the Veterans History 
Project housed in the Library of Con-
gress. 

For this generation of Americans, 
whose character and resolve was mold-
ed by the Great Depression, defeating 
tyranny and the hatred of the Third 
Reich was just another call to answer. 
They performed their duty with honor, 
it was not theirs to question. It was 
simply expected. 

Instead of succumbing to hardship, 
their resolve was stiffened and they 
ended up leading our land and our 
world to one of the greatest victories 
in history. We see that same attitude 
and determination today from the men 
and women in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
And like the greatest generation, 
Americans are now in distant lands 
fighting the threat and horror of ter-
rorism. 

Sixty years ago, we defeated fascism. 
Today, we fight Islamic extremism, but 
the reason we fight is the same, to 
guarantee freedom. The resolve that 
my father served with came from the 
support he knew that he had at home. 
We must show that same support for 
our troops now. We must strengthen 
their resolve by letting them know 
that their cause is just. 

We will never forget their victories, 
just as we will never forget the vic-
tories in Europe which came at such a 
great cost. Hundreds of thousands of 
my parents’ generation were killed in 
the name of freedom and democracy. 
Few cases are as worthy, few prices are 
as great. We must always remember 
not just the victory in Europe, but also 
what it meant. It saved an entire world 
from tyranny, and gave people the 
chance to live under flags of freedom. 

Victory in Europe Day will forever 
stand as an example of how America 
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prides its freedom and how our deter-
mination can accomplish any tasks and 
defeat any foe. And these accomplish-
ments of the Greatest Generation serve 
as an inspiration to us all. 

f 

OUR NATION’S FISCAL CRISIS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today once again to express my dis-
appointment with the lack of attention 
to our Nation’s fiscal crisis. The sys-
tem is broken, plain and simple. We 
need to focus our efforts on finding a 
cure for our addiction to deficit spend-
ing in this body. 

The Blue Dog Coalition, which I am a 
proud member of, has been a leading 
voice in Congress on fiscal responsi-
bility for over a decade. Recently the 
Blue Dogs have posted signs in front of 
all of our offices that explain to every-
one exactly how bad the fiscal crisis is, 
an example of which is on my right 
here. 

We update the numbers on these 
signs every day. The sad part is that 
our Nation’s debt is increasing so fast 
that by the end of each day, these signs 
are inaccurate. As you can see from the 
sign, today the National debt is at 
$7,755,874,000 or $27,000-plus per person. 
Ladies and gentlemen, these numbers 
are appalling. 

The Blue Dogs are dedicated to fight-
ing our Nation’s ballooning national 
debt, and we will continue to lead the 
fight for fiscal sanity until Members of 
Congress from both sides of the aisle 
and the White House realize that we 
cannot continue to run our Nation 
deeper and deeper into the deficit hole. 

There is no secret that our National 
debt is out of control, as we are ex-
pected to run another $427 billion def-
icit in 2005, with more deficits pro-
jected into the future. We do not even 
have a firm grip, ladies and gentlemen, 
on where our money is going. At the 
Department of Defense, for example, 
only 6 of 63 departments are able to 
produce a clean audit. That is less than 
10 percent. 

This budget we passed omits so many 
major expenses that frankly it is a 
sham. The administration essentially 
cooked the books using Enron-style ac-
counting and Congress is just blindly 
going along with the program. 

We all know as well that foreign 
holdings of U.S. debt is on the rise. In-
terest on the national debt is the fast-
est growing area of our budget. And the 
trade deficit is totally out of control as 
well. 

As this happens, what are we doing? 
Ladies and gentlemen, we are doing ab-
solutely nothing. Recently the Blue 
Dogs introduced a 12-step reform pro-
gram to cure our Nation’s addiction to 
deficit spending. It requires a balanced 
budget, stops Congress from buying on 
credit, and puts a lid on spending. 

We have a provision in this plan that 
requires pay-as-you-go budgeting, so 

that when we have an increase in the 
budget, or we have a tax decrease, we 
have to offset them. The principles in 
this 12-step reform plan should be able 
to be agreed on by everyone. The plan 
injects a little common sense into the 
way Congress and the White House 
does business. 

I hope that some day this Congress 
will wake up and help us restore our 
fiscal responsibility as a Nation. The 
time to stop digging the hole deeper is 
now. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GOHMERT addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

HONORING JUDGE ANDREW L. 
JEFFERSON, JR. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, often we do rise on the floor 
of the House to begin a debate that 
may not end itself in a positive out-
come. It is not often that you have the 
opportunity to raise and salute an out-
standing member of your community 
knowing that his life is already exhib-
ited a positive outcome, and, of course, 
we honor him as he still lives. 

My friend and our friend, and the 
friend of Houston and Texas and the 
Nation, Judge Andrew Jefferson, brings 
me to the floor this evening. And I am 
delighted to be able to rise this evening 
to honor a great legal scholar, as well 
as a great institution of legal edu-
cation located in the 18th Congres-
sional District of Texas. The institu-
tion about which I speak is the 
Thurgood Marshall School of Law at 
Texas Southern University, established 
in 1947, and the scholar and friend is 
Judge Andrew L. Jefferson, Jr. 

At a time when the future of Hous-
ton’s public school system is in jeop-
ardy, I am especially pleased to deliver 
this statement in honor of a scholar 
and a product of our own Jack Yates 
High School. 

On Friday, May 6, 2005, I will join my 
constituents and friends to honor 
Judge Jefferson on the establishment 
of an endowment for trial advocacy in 
his name, the first endowed chair, 
called the Andrew L. Jefferson endow-
ment for trial advocacy, at Texas 
Southern University, the Thurgood 
Marshall School of Law in Houston, 
Texas. 

I wish all of us had the opportunity 
to meet this distinguished gentleman. 
He is truly distinguished, regal in his 
build, deep in his commitment. The 
Honorable Andrew L. Jefferson, a na-
tive of Dallas, Texas, graduated from 
the University of Texas School of Law 
in 1959 after earning his Bachelor’s de-

gree from Texas Southern University, 
was president of Alpha Phi Alpha Fra-
ternity, and became a partner with 
Washington and Jefferson, attorneys at 
law in Houston, Texas. 

He served as an assistant criminal 
district attorney for Bexar Country, a 
chief assistant United States Attorney 
for the Western District of Texas, and 
a trial counsel and labor relations 
counsel for Humble Oil and Refining 
Company. 

Each time he was a pioneer, he ex-
plored new ground, and certainly as an 
African American, getting his degrees 
in the late 1950s, going through the 
1960s before the passage of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964 and 1965, the Voting 
Rights Act, he truly braved new areas 
and stood for the dignity and respect of 
all, all in our community. 

Judge Jefferson served in the judge 
advocate general corps in the U.S. 
Army Reserve where he is honorably 
discharged as a captain. He has as his 
lovely bride, another civic leader, his 
wife, Mary Jefferson, who I have the 
pleasure of serving with on a number of 
organizations. She believes in edu-
cation. She advocates for quality edu-
cation for our young people, and pro-
motes the opportunities for young peo-
ple to go to college. 

In 1970, Judge Jefferson was ap-
pointed to preside over the Court of 
Domestic Relations number 2 for Har-
ris County. In 1974, he was elected to 
Judge of the 208th District Court. That 
too was one of the many firsts in his 
career, but as well, he is one of the 
first African Americans to serve on 
that court. 

He decided to reenter the active prac-
tice of law in 1975, and was admitted to 
the United States Court of Appeals for 
Fifth, Sixth and Eleventh Circuits, and 
the Supreme Court of the United 
States of America. A long time active 
committee member of the State bar, 
Judge Andrew L. Jefferson is a fellow 
of the Texas Bar Foundation, a mem-
ber of American Bar Foundation, the 
Texas Trial Lawyer’s Association, 
Texas Constitutional Revision Com-
mission. He is an outstanding jurist, 
and even after he left the bench, he was 
constantly requested to give his exper-
tise on broad legal issues. 

He represented many of the under-
served and unempowered. He became 
active in many organizations and par-
ticularly the National Bar Association, 
the Family Law Institute, where he 
was asked to speak many, many times. 
He was an arbitrator, he was a medi-
ator. He had the ability to bring people 
together. And so a lot of his practice 
developed around that on the domestic 
court. 

But, he was skilled as a jurist, and as 
an advocate, but his personality was 
one that was firm but understanding. 
He served, of course, in the Houston 
Branch of the Federal Reserve Bank, 
and he was respected by presidents, 
both Democrats and Republicans. He 
received many honors and awards: The 
Anti-Defamation League National 
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Torch of Liberty Award, the Forward 
Times Community Service Award, the 
League of United Latin American Citi-
zens Service Award, Community Serv-
ice Award, the La Raza Award. 

In addition, he was a Presidential 
nominee to sit on the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, 
indicating our great respect for him at 
the Federal level. 

Let me suggest to you that he had 
many friends. I am reminded of my 
conversation with the Honorable Bar-
bara Jordan. When I was returning to 
Texas, I asked who should we engage, 
and who should we find out about 
Texas, its mood, its needs, its strug-
gles, its trials, its tribulations? 

b 1715 

Barbara Jordan, as I sat in her office, 
said, ‘‘Judge Andrew Jefferson.’’ He 
was her friend, her advisor and coun-
selor. 

They were strong friends together be-
cause they believed in the empower-
ment of all. They fought for civil rights 
one and all. As she believed in the em-
powerment of the Voter Rights Act of 
1965, expanding it to Texas in 1968, 
Judge Jefferson was right along her 
side. 

This is a fitting honor, an endowed 
chair that will be bestowed upon him 
on May 6. I believe it is more than his 
choice, but our desire to be able to 
honor him, to be able to salute him as 
he is being endowed by a chair on May 
6, 2005. He is a great Texan, a great 
American. God bless him and God bless 
the United States of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise this evening to honor a 
great legal scholar and a great institution of 
legal education in the Eighteenth Congres-
sional District of Houston, Texas. The institu-
tion about which I speak is the Thurgood Mar-
shall School of Law at Texas Southern Univer-
sity (TSU), established in 1947 and the schol-
ar is Judge Andrew L. Jefferson, Jr. At a time 
when the future of Houston’s public school 
system is in jeopardy, I am especially pleased 
to deliver this statement in honor of a scholar 
who is the product of our own Yates High 
School. 

On Friday, May 6, 2005, I will join my con-
stituents to honor Judge Jefferson on the oc-
casion of the establishment of an endowment 
for trial advocacy in his name as the first en-
dowed Chair, called the ‘‘Andrew L. Jefferson 
Endowment for Trial Advocacy’’ at Texas 
Southern University’s Thurgood Marshall 
School of Law in Houston, Texas. 

Honorable Andrew L. Jefferson, a native of 
Dallas, Texas, graduated from the University 
of Texas School of Law in 1959 after earning 
his bachelor’s degree from TSU where he was 
the president of Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity, 
Inc. and became a partner with Washington 
and Jefferson, Attorneys at Law, in Houston. 
He served as an assistant criminal district at-
torney for Bexar County, a chief assistant 
United States attorney for the Western District 
of Texas, and a trial counsel and labor rela-
tions counsel for Humble Oil & Refining Com-
pany. In addition, Judge Jefferson served in 
the Judge Advocate General Corps in the 
United States Army Reserve where he was 
honorably discharged as a Captain. 

In 1970, Judge Jefferson was appointed to 
preside over the Court of Domestic Relations 
#2 for Harris County, and in 1974, he was 
elected judge of the 208th District Court, Har-
ris County. In 1975, he decided to re-engage 
in private practice and is admitted to practice 
in the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth, Sixth, and Eleventh Circuits and the Su-
preme Court of the United States. 

A longtime active committee member of the 
State Bar of Texas, Judge Andrew L. Jeffer-
son, Jr. is also a Fellow of the Texas Bar 
Foundation, a member of the American Bar 
Foundation, the Texas Trial Lawyers Associa-
tion, and the Texas Constitutional Revision 
Commission. This outstanding jurist, who is re-
nowned for his expertise in legal practice, is a 
highly sought-after speaker throughout his ca-
reer and has frequently shared his experience 
and knowledge with the Criminal Law Institute 
for the Houston Bar Association and the San 
Antonio Bar Association. Furthermore, Judge 
Jefferson has spoken at conventions for the 
National Bar Association and the Family Law 
Institute. 

Aside from the respect that he has earned 
as a skilled jurist and advocate, Judge Jeffer-
son’s leadership and sound judgment has 
merited tenures as chairman of the board of 
the Houston Branch of the Federal Reserve 
Bank and of the Texas Southern University 
Foundation. Moreover, he is a life member of 
the Houston Area Urban League and the Na-
tional Association for the Advancement of Col-
ored People. 

He has received numerous awards and hon-
ors, among them the Anti-Defamation League 
National Torch of Liberty Award, the Forward 
Times Community Service Award, the League 
of United Latin American Citizens National 
Community Service Award, and the Commu-
nity Service Award from La Raza. In addition, 
he was a Presidential Nominee to sit on the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit. 

To honor Judge Jefferson on this occasion 
will be momentous for the City of Houston, for 
Texas Southern University, and for minorities 
worldwide who aspire to study and practice 
law or for minority students who lack con-
fidence in their potential to succeed. I con-
gratulate and thank the State of Texas for its 
contribution to the overall accrual of the re-
sources that were required for the endowment. 

The establishment of a Trial Advocacy pro-
gram at the Thurgood Marshall School of Law 
will be both an actual and a symbolic land-
mark. As recently as last year, I joined the stu-
dents, legislators, and community leaders at 
Prairie View A&M University on the birthday of 
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. to fight for fair and 
unobstructed voting rights for those students. 
It was the skilled advocacy of the Lawyer’s 
Committee that produced a statement by the 
Secretary of State in favor of the students. 
Furthermore, the well-settled jurisprudence of 
caselaw such as Symm v. United States and 
United States v. Texas, which made important 
pronouncements as to the adequacy of stu-
dents’ residency/domicile status to determine 
eligibility to vote were the product of skilled 
trial advocacy. Without the work of the skilled 
advocates who argued those cases, we would 
have an even longer journey to equality of the 
right to vote in this nation. 

Therefore, the endowment that will be es-
tablished in the name of the Honorable An-
drew L. Jefferson, Jr. will provide a legacy and 

will produce legal scholars who will contribute 
to the achievement of equality in the United 
States of America. I congratulate the 
Thurgood Marshall School of Law at Texas 
Southern University and I thank Judge Jeffer-
son for his service. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ING-
LIS of South Carolina). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FEENEY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FEENEY. addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

GREATEST TRAGEDY OF MANKIND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, when I 
came here in 1997, we passed the first 
balanced Budget Act in 30 years. That 
was a result of the work of a lot of peo-
ple. I do not take credit for making 
that happen. But then after having a 
balanced budget and running a surplus 
until the year 2001, beginning in Janu-
ary of that year, when we turned over 
this great country to the Bush admin-
istration and a Republican majority in 
the House and the Senate, and let us be 
very clear about that. The Republicans 
have controlled the House, the Senate, 
the White House and the Supreme 
Court for all of this time. And we have 
turned over a $5 trillion surplus to 
these people. 

Now, as we just saw a few minutes 
ago from one of our conscientious Blue 
Dogs, they have turned that $5 trillion 
surplus into an $8 trillion debt. And 
just last week when the budget was 
passed that I voted against and most of 
the Democrats voted against, as far as 
I know all of them did, they raised the 
debt ceiling again to $9 trillion. 

We are having to raise the debt ceil-
ing almost $1 trillion a year to keep up 
with the total mismanagement of the 
people’s affairs by the Republicans. It 
would be hard to imagine a greater fis-
cal disaster than the Bush administra-
tion has led us to. 

Over and over and over again, we 
tried to reach out and we tried to say, 
let us reestablish the budget rules that 
got us to a surplus back in the 90s. Let 
us admit that we have got a problem. 
Let us require a balanced budget. Let 
us require pay-as-you-go. If you cannot 
pay for it, you cannot spend it. Let us 
make borrowing money from our chil-
dren and grandchildren much more dif-
ficult to do, and it should only be done 
in cases of great national emergency. 

Recently, the President has gone be-
fore the Nation and declared he wants 
to save Social Security. Regardless of 
the outcome of what he wants to do, if 
we do not take care of the debt and the 
deficit, all we are doing is rearranging 
the deck chairs on the Titanic. It is a 
ridiculous exercise to talk about 
changing the Social Security system 
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when we do not know how we are going 
to pay the interest on the national 
debt 5 years from now. 

If nothing is done by the time the So-
cial Security so-called crisis occurs, it 
will take every nickel of the income of 
the Federal Government just to pay 
the interest on the debt. And my ques-
tion to the Republicans that have cre-
ated this situation, and I remember so 
well how they told us back in 2001, if 
we just do this, if we just cut taxes on 
the richest people in this country, the 
economy will just bubble up out of the 
ground. It will be the land of milk and 
honey. Nothing but free Bubble-Up and 
rainbow stew everywhere for everyone. 

What a ridiculous thing that has 
been proven to be. But they told us if 
you will just do this, everything will be 
wonderful. 

The fact is they have borrowed near-
ly $5 trillion from our children and 
grandchildren and do not have a clue as 
to how they are going to pay it back. 
And the great mystery to me is why. 
Why would you want to do that? Why 
would you deceive yourselves into 
thinking that that is something good 
for this great Nation? 

I can tell you this, the United States 
of America is the most wonderful thing 
ever done by man with a divine inspira-
tion of God Almighty. And if we would 
be so foolish as to spend ourselves com-
pletely bankrupt and not take any ac-
tion to deal with this in a responsible 
way while we may still have time to do 
it, it will be the greatest tragedy of 
mankind. 

f 

AMERICA NEEDS TO WAKE UP 
BEFORE IT IS TOO LATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. SCOTT) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to talk to the House about this 
deficit and about our failure and the 
consequences facing this Nation if we 
do not respond and put some brakes on 
our spending. 

This deficit is our greatest problem 
and the greatest threat to the financial 
security of the United States, which 
means the financial security of the free 
world. 

Just think of it, when this adminis-
tration, when President Bush took of-
fice 4 years ago, we had over $2 trillion 
surplus. Now, 4 years later, we have 
over a $4 trillion deficit, running up 
nearly $400 billion as we speak here 
this afternoon. 

This is dangerous. It is not in the 
best interest of this country. Just 
think of this one fact: just on paying 
the deficit, paying the interest on what 
we are borrowing, 90 percent of which 
we are borrowing from foreign coun-
tries, China, Japan, India, 90 percent of 
our debt is being held by foreign inter-
ests. How insecure is that? And just the 
amount that we are paying, the inter-
est is more than what we are paying 
for our own national security. 

America, we need to wake up. We 
need to understand what is at stake; 
our future is what is at stake. And who 
is going to pay this debt? Not me. Not 
anyone in this room. Our children, our 
grandchildren. I have children; I have 
two young grandchildren. Is it right to 
saddle them with this deficit? 

Just recently on the issue of Social 
Security, the President’s answer for 
Social Security is to do what? Borrow 
more money to set up private accounts. 
That will do absolutely nothing to deal 
with the solvency of Social Security. 

Something is wrong and this House 
must move to correct it. Not long ago 
or at a time of great crisis in this coun-
try, two great men sat here right here 
in Washington, D.C. One was Robert E. 
Lee and the other was Abraham Lin-
coln. They sat on the balcony of the 
White House and looked out at all the 
devastation that the Civil War had 
brought. 

These are two great Americans. 
Abraham Lincoln said to Robert E. 
Lee, It is not incumbent upon us to 
complete the task. Robert E. Lee fin-
ished the sentence and said, But nei-
ther are we free to desist from doing all 
we possibly can. 

Are we doing all we possibly can on 
this deficit, on this debt? No, we are 
not. We are on that side, and we are on 
this side, and we are on this corner. 
The American people are expecting us 
to come together, solve this deficit, 
pay as you go, put some strong fiscal 
responsibility in this House and solve 
Social Security. 

There was a recent poll on Social Se-
curity that I bring of interest. It was 
just out in yesterday’s paper. It had an 
interesting point. Sixty-two percent of 
the American people feel that the Re-
publicans will do too much to solve the 
Social Security problem and sixty-one 
percent of the American people feel 
that the Democrats will do too little. 
Therein lies our challenge, but also lies 
our opportunity, from this side to come 
and from that side to come and we can 
come together and solve this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, let me conclude with 
this statement, a very important state-
ment. On the bleached bones of many 
past great civilizations are written 
those pathetic words: Too late. 

Will that be our epitaph? When the 
history books are written, what did 
this Congress do to save Social Secu-
rity, to pay down the debt? 

Let it not be that the history books 
will write of us ‘‘too late.’’ 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. KING of Iowa. addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

TOILING FOR FREEDOM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

woman from Florida (Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, as 
we welcome this week the President of 
Georgia and the architect of the Rose 
Revolution in that country, it is criti-
cally important that the United States 
Congress continue to focus on the need 
to bring about freedom and democracy 
as antidote to terrorism, to oppression, 
and instability. 

Nowhere is this policy more perti-
nent than in Central Asia. Kyrgyzstan 
today is a vivid example of the need to 
continue and indeed strengthen this 
policy in the region. 

Months of civilian protests and 
flawed parliamentary elections cul-
minated in the invalidation of those 
election results by that country’s su-
preme court, the resignation of the en-
tire cabinet, and an end to the 15-year 
reign of its strongman. 

This is a clear sign that the winds of 
democratic change cannot be stopped. 

The Kyrgyz people certainly took 
note of the elections in nearby Afghan-
istan, of Georgia’s Rose Revolution and 
Ukraine’s Orange Revolution in No-
vember of last year; courageous indi-
viduals such as Mr. Edil Baisalov of the 
president’s Coalition for Democracy 
and Civil Society, Kyrgyzstan, who are 
struggling to exert their rights as citi-
zens and human beings. 

He will be testifying before the Com-
mittee on International Relations to-
morrow on how the U.S. can help sup-
port those who, like him, toil for free-
dom around the world. 

b 1730 
I assure you that what we do in this 

body resonates throughout that region. 
Mr. Baisalov has referred to the posi-

tive impact of a resolution that I intro-
duced on the status of human rights in 
central Asia, and that it has energized 
the opposition and the prodemocracy, 
the dissident movement in his country. 

The U.S., along with the European 
Union, was quick to denounce 
Kyrgyzstan’s recent parliamentary 
election as seriously flawed. It was pre-
cisely this Western rejection of sham 
elections in Georgia and Ukraine that 
helped tip the balance there. 

Thus, as the Central Asian states 
enter into a challenging phase of polit-
ical transition, the United States must 
continue to maintain the pressure for 
democratic change in Central Asia. 

The challenges are immense. Opposi-
tion parties in Central Asia are either 
fictitious organizations that exist only 
on paper or, as in Kazakhstan, opposi-
tion groups in name only, as in 
Uzbekistan, where all five opposition 
parties support supposedly the presi-
dent. 

Turkmenistan’s president has gone 
as far as to dispense with the pretense 
of democratic rule and brazenly de-
clared himself president for life, a 
move that demonstrates his confidence 
that his dictatorship will go unchal-
lenged by the world. 

This situation has not gone unchal-
lenged by the United States. In July of 
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2004, after careful review of the state of 
political reform in Uzbekistan, the De-
partment of State decided that the 
leader is not fulfilling the terms of the 
2002 Strategic Partnership Framework 
agreement, which mandated substan-
tial and continuing progress on democ-
racy movements and decided to deny 
certification to Uzbekistan. 

In Uzbekistan, religion becomes 
criminal in that country as soon as it 
strays out of the official State-con-
trolled Islam. The Uzbek government is 
behaving much as it did with its Soviet 
predecessors. 

Following massive arrests in 
Uzbekistan of followers of the two lead-
ing militant groups, adherents of the 
movements have gone underground. 
Yet their numbers are swelling in the 
region, particularly among young un-
employed folks who are distributing 
the information put forth by the mili-
tants, and they try to manipulate the 
religion for terrorist political gain, and 
they are doing so because they need 
the money. 

Thus, the dependence of many gov-
ernments throughout Central Asia on 
tyrannical rule does not only fail to 
adequately address the problem of Is-
lamic extremism, but it serves to fuel 
the terrorism that stems from it. 

We, and other open societies, must, 
therefore, condition our assistance to 
Central Asian states not only on their 
cooperation on the terrorism front, but 
also on their taking concrete steps in 
Central Asia toward the establishment 
of the rule of law, the support for the 
growth of civil society and support for 
building democratic institutions. 

With the role of the United States in 
Central Asia, the region faces the best 
possible scenario to solve their prob-
lems jointly. 

We are uniquely placed to press for 
regional cooperation and to monitor 
the commitment of regional states to 
real improvement of social, economic 
and political conditions. 

That is why we have exerted congres-
sional oversight through hearings and 
briefings, to make sure that everyone 
understands the current state of 
human rights in Central Asia because 
only by helping to create an environ-
ment where freedom and prosperity can 
flourish will we achieve long-term suc-
cess in the war against terror and op-
pression. 

f 

VACATION OF SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ING-
LIS of South Carolina). Without objec-
tion, the order of the House recog-
nizing the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING) is vacated. 

There was no objection. 
f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. FORD) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FORD addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear in the Extensions 
of Remarks.) 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak out of 
order and address the House for 5 min-
utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

f 

CENTENNIAL OF THE CHICAGO 
DEFENDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
this year marks the centennial, the 
100th anniversary, of the birth of the 
Chicago Defender, one of America’s 
great, historic institutions which make 
up the fourth estate, our free press. 

The Defender, founded in 1905 by Rob-
ert Sengstacke Abbott, follows in the 
tradition of Freedom’s Journal founded 
by Samuel Cornish and John B. 
Russwarm, and the North Star founded 
by Frederick Douglass. 

Abbott began publishing the De-
fender out of his kitchen, producing 
about 300 copies at a quarter each. By 
1929, the Defender was selling more 
than 250,000 copies each week. 

From its first days, the Defender has 
also been a campaigner for freedom, 
equality and justice under the slogan, 
‘‘American race prejudice must be de-
stroyed.’’ It has covered stories largely 
ignored by white-owned press. The Chi-
cago Defender reported the 1919 Chi-
cago riots, the election of Oscar 
DePriest to Congress, and the opening 
of the first U.S. bank owned and oper-
ated by an African American. The Chi-
cago Defender covered the aftermath of 
the death of Emmett Till and the ca-
reer of the honorable Elijah Moham-
mad. 

In its editorial pages, the Defender 
exposed white oppression and the 
lynching of African Americans. During 
World War I, the Defender urged equal 
treatment of black soldiers. During 
World War II, the Defender protested 
the treatment of African American 
servicemen protecting the Nation and 
urged the integration of the Armed 
Forces. The Chicago Defender fear-
lessly spoke out against lynching, rac-
ism and segregation, and aroused the 
conscience of the Nation. 

The Defender led a remarkable cam-
paign which brought thousands of 
southerners to the north from 1915 to 
1925. Known in the history books as the 
Great Migration, over 1 million African 
Americans read vivid descriptions 
about options to life in the south in the 
pages of the Defender and migrated to 
the north in that short period. 

The Defender has been home to many 
of our Nation’s great writers and art-
ists, including novelist Willard Motley, 
poet Gwendolyn Brooks, and writer 
Langston Hughes, culturist Margaret 
Burroughs, women’s page editor Mar-

ian Campfield and editorial page car-
toonist Oliver Harrington. Outstanding 
scholars and reporters such as W.E.B. 
DuBois, Vernon Jarrett and Lu Palmer 
appeared in the ages of the Defender. 

In 1923, the Chicago Defender intro-
duced the first newspaper section writ-
ten for children, the Bud Billiken page. 
Since 1929, the Chicago Defender along 
with the Defender Charities has spon-
sored the world famous Bud Billiken 
Day Parade and Picnic, the largest 
event of its kind, with more than 1 mil-
lion people attending and viewing. 

The Defender reported the campaign 
and election of Harold Washington, 
Chicago’s first black mayor. 

After the departure of Robert Abbott, 
the mission of the Defender was carried 
on with undying spirit and integrity by 
long-time publisher and driving force 
John Sengstacke who died at the helm 
of age 84 in 1997. Today, the chairman 
of the board, Thomas Picou, president 
and CEO Clarence Nixon, Junior, and 
Chicago Defender Executive Editor Ro-
land S. Martin are leading a campaign 
to rebuild the circulation and infra-
structure of this unique and irreplace-
able institution. 

The Defender reported the elections 
of Carol Mosley-Braun and BARACK 
OBAMA, two of only three African 
Americans elected to the U.S. Senate 
since Reconstruction. 

Mr. Speaker, the centenary of the 
Chicago Defender is a milestone in the 
history of our Nation and cause for 
celebration for the entire country. The 
history of the Defender is a proud page 
of our free press. The history reported 
by the Defender is a chapter of our col-
lective history which without this 
great paper would have been forever 
lost. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it is indeed my 
honor and privilege to bring to the at-
tention of this House this milestone in 
the evolution of our democracy. I con-
gratulate the leadership of the Chicago 
Defender and wish them success in 
their next 100 years, which are yet to 
come. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FLAKE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear in the Extensions 
of Remarks.) 

f 

THE NATIONAL DEBT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, $6,198 tril-
lion, $6,198,000,000,000, a lot of money. 
An almost inconceivable amount of 
money. So many zeros that it is easy 
to pretend that it is paper money 
which, of course it is not, but that is 
how much our gross national debt was, 
how much our government owed, how 
much we owed in real money to our So-
cial Security trust fund, to our bond-
holders and to many foreign countries, 
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including China, when I was first elect-
ed to this Congress in late 2002, a lot of 
debt to have built up since the found-
ing of our country. 

But how about this number, $7.775 
trillion, our total debt today? Yes. In 
just the 28 months since I was first 
elected to this Congress, we have seen 
a 25 percent increase in national debt. 

But wait a minute, if that is not bad 
enough try this one, $8.184 trillion, the 
current maximum permissible debt of 
our country. The debt ceiling has in-
creased for a third time in as many 
years, voted on by this Congress or at 
least by a majority, and a majority 
that did not include me, just a few 
months ago, currently estimated to be 
reached and breached in January 2006. 
An increase in our total national debt 
of 32 percent in just the 3 years since I 
joined this Congress. 

But wait. In the budget resolution for 
2006, just passed on this floor 6 days 
ago, over the objection of every Mem-
ber of the minority party and 15 Mem-
bers of the majority, hidden in that 
resolution, glossed over, buried, 
shunned, avoided, turned away from, 
concealed, an automatic authority to 
increase our debt ceiling a fourth time 
in as many years to $8.965 trillion. 

When might we reach that total debt, 
bump up against that debt ceiling at 
the rate we are going and why is it so 
crucial to pass another debt ceiling 
bump way before we are even close to 
the ceiling we just bumped up against? 
When? Late 2006, most likely December 
2006, after the 2006 election. Coinci-
dence? I surely doubt it. Can it be that 
our colleagues cannot stomach another 
ceiling increase in mid-election? 

When we reach that level of debt, 
there will have been added to the debt 
load we all face $2.767 trillion, a 45 per-
cent increase in just 4 years since I 
joined this House. 

This administration and its sup-
porters in Congress would have us be-
lieve this is normal, that this debt is in 
balance with our gross domestic prod-
uct, with our collective ability to pay 
it, or that this debt is because of our 
commitments in Iraq and Afghanistan. 
Well, let us strip both of those argu-
ments down. 

First, total debt increase over the 
past 4 years, almost $3 trillion total. 
Cost of Iraq in the same time period, 
almost $300 billion, 10 percent of total 
debt increase. So clearly that is not 
the reason. 

What about this gross domestic prod-
uct argument? This is from the Presi-
dent’s own budget, and it shows total 
Federal debt as a percentage of gross 
domestic product, in other words, the 
ability of our economy to carry the 
load, and that total Federal debt per-
centage of our gross domestic product 
will hit 68 percent in 2008 under the 
President’s own budget. Guess when 
the last time that percentage was that 
high? Couple of years ago? No. Couple 
of decades ago? 1955, after a full 10 
years, 15 years, of war and Cold War 
and war again. So, clearly, that is not 
the reason. 

This debt is completely unusual. This 
debt is completely out of control. 
Something is wrong. Something is ter-
ribly wrong, and do not let anyone lie 
to you about it. 

The first step towards addressing any 
crisis, and this is the crisis of our time, 
is to know you have one, to look your-
self in the mirror and say, yes, I have 
a problem. Then you can get to work. 
So let us quit letting ourselves be 
fooled and get to work. 

The House Blue Dog Coalition is way 
past being fooled, way, way past being 
fooled. We are at work and we welcome 
the participation of anybody who real-
izes that this is the crisis of our time. 

f 

b 1745 

DEFICIT AND DEBT CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ING-
LIS of South Carolina). Under a pre-
vious order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COOPER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I join my 
fellow Blue Dog, the gentleman from 
Hawaii (Mr. CASE), in speaking about 
the deficit and debt crisis that our Na-
tion faces. He gave a lot of stunning 
numbers. Let me put it on a time line. 

What are the milestones that we are 
facing as a Nation? First, the year 2004, 
the year past, the Comptroller General 
of the United States, David A. Walker, 
said that arguably it was the worst 
year in American fiscal history, clearly 
setting our Nation on an unsustainable 
path. Those are tough words, and they 
are from our Nation’s leading auditor. 
Arguably the worst year in American 
fiscal history. 

Our history goes back many, many 
decades, and it stretches through peri-
ods of trial and turmoil, like World 
War II, the Civil War, and other con-
flicts. Yet the year 2004 was the worst 
year in American fiscal history accord-
ing to the Comptroller General. 

Now, in 2005, what has happened in 
our budget and deficit this year? The 
House Republican majority ran 
through last week on Thursday night, 
under a so-called martial law rule, the 
entire budget of the United States of 
America, $2.6 trillion. And from start 
to finish, from first time to look at the 
budget to final passage in this body 
was no more than 2 to 3 hours of time. 
Literally, no one in this body had any 
clue what was in the budget because no 
one can read a document of that com-
plexity in that short amount of time, 
especially under a martial law rule. 

Let us look forward. By the last year 
of the Bush administration, by the 
year 2008–2009, we will be spending, ac-
cording to the House Republican budg-
et, more money on interest payments 
to the creditors of our Nation than we 
will be spending on all regular govern-
ment in America. Let me repeat that: 
more money will go to creditors of our 
Nation, bond holders, than to the citi-
zens of our Nation in regular govern-
ment, at least in the form of domestic, 

nondefense discretionary spending. 
That is a tipping point. That is an out-
rage. And that is the result of prof-
ligate Republican spending policies, 
the latest evidence of which is in this 
Cato Institute report that came out on 
May 3, 2005, that says the Bush admin-
istration is the worst spending admin-
istration since Lyndon Baines Johnson. 

Let us look forward. The Wall Street 
Journal reported about a month ago 
that if current trends continue, the 
last living U.S. bond holder will sell his 
or her holding to the People’s Bank of 
China on February 9, 2012. Then the 
Chinese will own virtually all of our 
foreign-held debt. That is not a good 
situation for the security of our Na-
tion, either defense security or fiscal 
security. 

Let us look forward again. The year 
2017. That is the year in which the So-
cial Security surpluses will run to zero, 
and that will be the first year in mod-
ern times that the American people 
will get an honest picture of the size of 
the Federal budget deficit. Because no 
longer will the Social Security surplus 
be able to be used to hide the true size 
of the Federal deficit. For example, in 
2004, most folks, most experts think 
the deficit was $412 billion. Wrong. The 
real deficit was $567 billion, or $155 bil-
lion larger than is represented, because 
our government has used the Social Se-
curity surplus to hide the true size of 
it. 

Let us look forward again. By the 
year 2040, only 35 years from now, if 
current trends continue, the Comp-
troller General of the United States 
says that it will take all revenues col-
lected by the Federal Government, 
every dime collected in taxes from our 
people, just to pay interest on our debt. 
This is a truly stunning finding of the 
GAO, because it indicates that there 
will be no money left by the year 2040 
for any national defense, any Social 
Security, any Medicare, any money to 
meet the needs of our people. 

Clearly, Mr. Speaker, that is an 
unsustainable path. Clearly, I think we 
need Presidential leadership. Because 
being practical, even though we have a 
strong package of Blue Dog budget def-
icit reforms, even though both parties 
should come together, it is hard for a 
group of 435 in this body or 100 people 
in the other body to exert the leader-
ship that the President should be dem-
onstrating. But the President has ve-
toed no legislation during his entire 
Presidency. He has not disciplined Con-
gress in any way. He is the first Presi-
dent since James Garfield in 1881 to fail 
to veto a single measure of this body. 
President Garfield was only in office 
for 6 months before he died. President 
Bush has been in office for 5 years now. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
focus on the deficit and debt crisis that 
this Nation faces. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ) is recognized for 5 minutes. 
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(Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia addressed the House. Her re-
marks will appear hereafter in the Ex-
tensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. TANNER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. TANNER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING 
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST THE 
CONFERENCE REPORT TO AC-
COMPANY H.R. 1268, EMERGENCY 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT FOR DEFENSE, THE 
GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR, AND 
TSUNAMI RELIEF ACT, 2005 

Mr. DREIER, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 109–73) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 258) waiving points of order 
against the conference report to ac-
company the bill (H.R. 1268) making 
Emergency Supplemental Appropria-
tions For Defense, the Global War on 
Terror, and Tsunami Relief, for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2005, and 
for other purposes, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

DRUG SAFETY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I come 
here tonight concerned about drug 
safety and to speak out to protect our 
children from the acne drug Accutane, 
manufactured by Hoffman-LaRoche. As 
a legislator, I have called for more re-
strictions on the distribution and use 
of this drug, which is known to cause 
severe births defects and a form of im-
pulsive behavior and depression in 
young people taking this drug. 

This drug has devastated my family, 
with the loss of our son BJ, and more 
than 268 other families who have lost a 
son or daughter while he or she was 
taking the drug Accutane. 

Recent news stories have quoted an 
FDA safety reviewer, Dr. David 
Graham, when he spoke before the Sen-
ate Committee on Finance. Dr. Graham 
said: ‘‘I would argue that the FDA as 
currently configured is incapable of 
protecting America against another 
Vioxx.’’ He told the Senate Committee 
on Finance that ‘‘there are at least five 
other drugs on the market today that 
should be looked at seriously to see 
whether they should remain on the 
market.’’ He cited the acne drug 
Accutane. 

Why Accutane? Accutane is the post-
er child for why we need an inde-
pendent body to approve and review 
drug safety. Accutane causes horren-
dous birth defects and causes psy-

chiatric disorders such as depression 
and suicide. It is linked to 268 suicides, 
according to the FDA. 

A recent study by Dr. J. Douglas 
Bremner, and published this month in 
the American Journal of Psychiatry, 
demonstrates how Accutane affects the 
brain, possibly causing impulsive be-
havior due to changes in the orbital 
frontal cortex. This is the front part of 
the brain. This is the area known to 
mediate depression. 

As Dr. Bremner demonstrates in this 
study, as we see in this PET scan here, 
there is a decrease in the metabolism 
or function of the brain. This PET scan 
establishes a baseline of a person be-
fore they start Accutane. Notice the 
red activity in the brain. The second 
PET scan is of the same person 4 
months later on Accutane. Notice the 
first PET scan from the second PET 
scan. The red color, after 4 months on 
Accutane, is missing, representing a 
decrease in brain activity in the fron-
tal part of the brain. 

In the second PET scan, here, notice 
again very little or no red, rep-
resenting decreased brain activity, in 
the same person after 4 months of 
Accutane treatment. Accutane de-
creases the metabolism or brain func-
tion in the front part of our brain. 

In this one slide that Dr. Bremner 
has shared with us, there is a 20 per-
cent decrease in brain metabolism or 
function. This decrease in brain func-
tion only occurred in some Accutane 
patients. Dr. Bremner did PET scans 
with other patients taking oral anti-
biotics for acne and none showed any 
brain changes. 

It is not all Accutane patients who 
demonstrate a brain change, just those 
who complain of headaches. Is the ex-
cessive dosage found in the current for-
mula of Accutane that is prescribed to 
our young people the cause for the 
change in the brain that we see? The 
medical evidence is clear that 
Accutane causes changes in the brain, 
and this may be what leads some young 
people to take their own life through 
impulsive behavior. 

Let us join with Dr. Graham, the 
CDC, and other health care groups who 
have expressed strong concerns about 
the safety of this drug, and who have 
called for Accutane to be withdrawn 
from the market as far back as 1990. 
Let us pull this drug Accutane from 
the market until we have all the an-
swers surrounding this powerful drug. 

At the very least, the FDA should 
immediately require a large-scale re-
view and a study on the drug’s effects 
on the human brain. Is this decreased 
metabolism we see here reversible? 
Will the brain repair itself? What 
amount or what dose of Accutane is 
safe? What amount of Accutane can be 
safely taken by young people so that 
the brain is not affected? Has the FDA 
done enough to protect our children 
from the side effects of this drug? Has 
the FDA seriously looked at Dr. 
Bremner’s study and similar studies in 
animal testing, which also dem-

onstrated that Accutane harms the 
brain? 

It has been 7 or 8 months now since I 
have shared this information with the 
head of the FDA, Dr. Crawford. We still 
have had no response to our concerns. 
It is time for all of us to join together 
to protect our children. It is time to 
withdraw Accutane from the market 
until all of our important safety ques-
tions are answered. 

f 

IMPENDING CONSTITUTIONAL 
CRISIS IN U.S. SENATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2005, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate this opportunity to address 
the House. This issue before us in this 
discussion this evening, Mr. Speaker, is 
the issue of an impending constitu-
tional crisis that I believe is taking 
place over in the other body, and it is 
something that has been dealt with and 
worked with and rolled around by the 
Senate with regard to the confirmation 
of the President’s appointments to the 
judicial branch of government. It is an 
unprecedented use of the Senate rules 
with regard to filibusters. 

About 21⁄2 years ago, something like 
that, this process began, and it began 
with a gentleman that was appointed 
to the D.C. Court of Appeals. His name 
was Miguel Estrada, a very, very high-
ly qualified individual, an immigrant 
from Honduras, someone who English 
was his second language. He learned 
that, studied hard, and worked his way 
up through the process. He was very, 
very highly qualified. 

But as highly qualified as he was, he 
was also apparently a political threat 
to the minority on the other side, Mr. 
Speaker. So Miguel Estrada hung on 
the vine because of this unprecedented 
utilization of the Senate rules called 
filibuster, requiring 60 votes to gain 
cloture so that they could go to a vote 
on the floor of the Senate. 

In the history of this country, Mr. 
Speaker, there has never been, until 
these last 2 to 3 years, that rule, the 
rule of the filibuster used against judi-
cial nominees when that nominee had a 
majority of the votes on the floor of 
the Senate. The unprecedented use of 
that hung Miguel Estrada on the vine 
for 28 months and 5 days, where he fi-
nally could not stand it any longer. He 
had to get on with his life. He had to 
make a living, had to take care of his 
family, and so he withdrew his name. 

I think that should have been lesson 
enough, but what happened was that 
the minority in the other body contin-
ued with the filibuster process. They 
held up a good number of the Presi-
dent’s nominees, and I believe that 
number was 10. Today, the President 
has pledged to reappoint those nomi-
nees that were held up in the 108th 
Congress, and so now those names are 
before the Senate again. 
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In speaking of this impending con-

stitutional crisis, I would also, Mr. 
Speaker, address the situation and ask 
that we remember the nomination 
process for Justice Thomas, and the 
long, drawn-out grilling affair that was 
used on him when he was finally con-
firmed by the Senate by a majority 
vote. That process and what this coun-
try went through was an agonizing 
thing. It was an embarrassment to the 
dignity of the United States that we 
would bring out all those details. Yet 
now we have a jurist who sits there and 
whose opinions I read, respect, admire 
and appreciate. He is a Justice who 
reads the Constitution, understands 
the letter of the Constitution, the in-
tents of the framers, the effect of the 
Constitution and its controlling factors 
within our laws and the interpretation 
of congressional intent. 

b 1800 
I appreciate that in a justice, and ap-

parently some of the other side of the 
aisle do not, so they have been filibus-
tering this second round of appoint-
ments by our President in this unprec-
edented effort. 

Now it does a number of things. It 
puts us into this pending constitu-
tional crisis because we are always one 
heartbeat away from a vacancy on the 
Supreme Court. We are always one 
heartbeat away from another national 
circus and confirmation like we saw 
with Justice Thomas. This case, 
though, it would be even more intense, 
it would be more difficult. It would be 
fought out more intensely, and that 
one heartbeat away or one retirement 
announcement away, one that some of 
us do anticipate could happen fairly 
soon, within the next few weeks or the 
next couple of months, if that takes 
place, these appointees that are hang-
ing on the vine now that are held up by 
a Senate rule, a Senate rule that I be-
lieve contravenes the Constitution, 
will become secondary issues and the 
vacancy on the Supreme Court will be-
come the primary issue. 

And if this precedent that they are 
seeking to establish is allowed to 
stand, then a minority in the United 
States Senate will control who is nomi-
nated and who is confirmed. I will say 
they will have influence on who is 
nominated and they will control who is 
confirmed for all of our courts in this 
land. 

We know that it is difficult to get 
judges confirmed that rule on the let-
ter of the Constitution, the letter of 
the law, the intent of the Framers, and 
the intent of Congress. 

As we sit here with this impending 
constitutional crisis, this filibuster 
over on the Senate side, I would ask 
the body to take a look at the Con-
stitution itself. And if we look to the 
directions that we have that are 
framed within the Constitution and 
ratified by the people, that would be 
Article I, section 5, it says, ‘‘Each 
House may determine the rules of its 
proceedings.’’ One might read that and 
conclude that the Senate can have 
their filibuster rules and they can hold 

up the judicial appointments if they so 
choose, but the Senate rules cannot 
contravene the Constitution. They can-
not be outside the Constitution. We are 
all bound by the Constitution. We take 
an oath to uphold the Constitution of 
the United States. 

I would say that the controlling fac-
tor is not that each body, each House 
will establish its own rules, but Article 
II, section 2, where it says, and I think 
I should read this for the body, ‘‘He 
shall have power,’’ meaning the Presi-
dent, ‘‘by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate, to make treaties, 
provided two-thirds of the Senators 
present concur,’’ and that is one spe-
cific time where we have more than a 
simple majority. 

There are two others in the Constitu-
tion. Continuing to quote, ‘‘and he 
shall nominate, and by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appointment ambassadors, other public 
ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers 
of the United States, whose appoint-
ments are not herein otherwise pro-
vided for, and which shall be estab-
lished by law.’’ 

So, Mr. Speaker, advise and consent 
of the Senate is the controlling con-
stitutional question here. Certainly 
there is no shortage of advice from the 
Senate. We will concede they can have 
all of the advice they would like to de-
liver to our Commander in Chief and 
chief executive officer of the United 
States. We will concede that. They de-
liver that consistently. It is the con-
sent portion that I object to because 
under consent, all analysis of the defi-
nition of consent is to a simple major-
ity of the United States Senate, not a 
super majority. When this Constitution 
requires a super majority, it defines 
that in this Constitution without ex-
ception. It is a simple reading of the 
Constitution. The United States Sen-
ate needs to provide an up or down vote 
for these nominees that the President 
has put before them. They are quali-
fied. They have a majority vote on the 
floor of the Senate. They are being held 
up by a Senate rule that contravenes 
the Constitution and it denies the rep-
resentation of the people who elected 
the majority members of the United 
States Senate their voice. 

That is the essence of this, Mr. 
Speaker. To get into it further, I would 
like to yield to the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX). 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise again 
today to add my voice to the chorus 
that is convened in this House Cham-
ber to denounce the grave disservice 
that the Senate Democrats are doing 
to our fellow Americans. I am pleas-
antly surprised at how many people at 
home keep encouraging me to do all I 
can to see that the judges that the 
President has nominated become con-
firmed. 

When the Framers of our Constitu-
tion brilliantly crafted the greatest 
form of government on earth, they de-
liberately installed a detailed system 
of checks and balances, and I think the 
point that the gentleman from Iowa 

(Mr. KING) has made is very, very im-
portant. Where we needed super ma-
jorities, they outlined that in the Con-
stitution. Otherwise, simple majorities 
are sufficient. 

And under that system, judges and 
courts are not supposed to legislate, 
and legislators are not supposed to 
make court decisions. However, by re-
fusing to do their jobs and not even 
considering judicial appointments, 
Democrats in the Senate are making a 
mockery of the government our fore-
fathers put their lives on the line to 
obtain. 

Mr. Speaker, just as many of my col-
leagues and I frequently contest the 
dangerous trends and practices of ac-
tivist judges, we have gathered this 
evening to oppose the equally dan-
gerous activities of partisan activist 
Democrat senators, or should I say, in-
active senators. 

As any student of American govern-
ment knows, it is the job of the Presi-
dent to nominate fellow Americans to 
serve as Federal judges, and it is the 
job of the Senate to approve or reject 
those nominations. It is a simple sys-
tem that guarantees proper checks and 
balances in the manner our forefathers 
envisioned. Over the past 2 years, 
though, Senate Democrats have ex-
ploited parliamentary loopholes to pre-
vent the Senate from voting up or 
down on many of President Bush’s 
highly qualified nominees. They are 
hiding behind the Senate filibuster to 
judicial nominees who have the support 
of the majority of the Senate, some-
thing which has never been done before 
in American history. They are not ask-
ing for time to debate these nominees, 
they are not going to the American 
people and explaining why they oppose 
them, they are not even attempting to 
persuade their Republican colleagues 
to vote no. No, they are just refusing to 
vote, and that is wrong. 

I stand for this simple proposition 
that every judicial nominee of the 
President deserves a fair yes or no 
vote. If Democrats do not like the 
President’s nominees, they can vote 
no; but to avoid voting all together is 
a dangerous disservice to our Nation. 

I urge Democrats in the Senate to 
stop playing politics with our justice 
system and to start doing their job. I 
hope the Democrats in the Senate are 
using their time off this week to con-
template their recklessly irresponsible 
actions. It is time to put partisanship 
aside, like many of my sensible col-
leagues have done in the House. 

With no real agenda coming from 
their leadership, constructive Demo-
crats have found a legislative home 
with House Republicans this year. As 
the Republican Party has made great 
strides for our Nation during the first 
few months of this Congress, many 
House Democrats have joined the ma-
jority in working for a better America. 

Mr. Speaker, 73 Democrats voted to 
pass bankruptcy reform; 50 Democrats 
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voted for class action reform; 42 Demo-
crats voted for the Real ID Act; and 122 
Democrats voted for Continuity in 
Government; and 42 Democrats voted 
to repeal the death tax. 

Mr. Speaker, the Republican Party is 
accomplishing great things for Amer-
ica every day. Many House Democrats 
have joined in that progress. I hope the 
Democrats in the Senate will put their 
partisan, irresponsible instincts aside 
and do their job when they return to 
Washington. Stop the filibuster on ju-
dicial nominees and put them to a 
vote. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from North 
Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for her contribu-
tion to this cause. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING) for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Speaker, in the late 1880s, House 
Speaker Thomas Brackett Reed was 
easily one of the most powerful speak-
ers that has ever served in this body, 
and probably one of the most sarcastic 
speakers that ever served. Anyone who 
can be asked if he is going to attend 
the funeral of one of his political en-
emies and have the presence of mind to 
say, ‘‘No, but I approve of it,’’ one has 
to like that kind of a speaker. 

One day Speaker Thomas Brackett 
Reed returned from watching pro-
ceedings in the Senate, and looked at 
his colleagues sitting in this Chamber 
and told them to thank God the House 
is not a deliberative body. I would 
never deign to give advice, or for the 
sake of the parliamentarian, to make a 
value judgment as to the actions of our 
brethren, and sisters, over in the Sen-
ate, but as they contemplate what is 
popularly called the ‘‘Constitution op-
tion,’’ or the Byrd option, or the nu-
clear option, it would be useful to 
briefly review the history of the House. 

No Child Left Behind may not think 
history significant enough to be tested, 
but an understanding of congressional 
history may indeed smooth the trou-
bled times ahead. 

Historian David McCullough noted 
that ‘‘Congress rolls on like a river, al-
ways there and always changing.’’ So 
for all the fealty we give to traditions 
of each body, each tradition of both the 
House and the Senate had a beginning 
point when the body made a conscious 
decision to implement a tactical course 
of action. As McCullough intimated, 
though we do not like to admit it, each 
body is constantly making those 
course changes. The same principle ap-
plies to filibusters. 

A filibuster is not a Constitution doc-
trine but a tactical course of action, 
and the concept of the filibuster has 
often been used for noble causes. Dur-
ing the 1990s, the Senate engaged in a 
filibuster of what I saw as a dev-
astating attack upon the economy of 
the west based upon another adminis-
tration’s Federal land policies. I ap-
plauded them for that effort, but what 

can be used for good can also be used to 
abuse. And when that abuse becomes 
egregious, commonplace, and detri-
mental for the overall well-being of 
this Nation, changes should then be 
considered. 

The Senate has changed its practices 
on filibusters several times with this 
tactic. They did so in 1917 and again in 
the 1950s, and again in the mid-1970s. 
And as the Senate considers whether to 
make an adjustment again, they should 
review the House’s tradition with a 
tactic that was both similar and yet 
the exact opposite of the Senate fili-
buster. 

The Senate developed the filibuster, 
a tactic designed for the minority to 
obstruct and frustrate the will of the 
majority by talking. But in the 1800s, 
the House had an Act called the dis-
appearing majority. It was designed by 
the minority to obstruct and frustrate 
the will of the majority by silence. 

In the early 1800s, former President 
John Quincy Adams, the only person to 
leave the White House and return here 
to this House body, refused to vote on 
a pro-slavery amendment. When his 
name was called, he just sat. Others 
joined him until there were not enough 
votes cast to make a quorum and the 
motion failed. There would be few who 
would criticize him for the nobility of 
that particular action; but unfortu-
nately, that tactic caught on and by 
the speakership of Thomas Reed was 
being abused in an effort to frustrate 
any positive action in this body. On a 
quorum call, those people would simply 
refuse to answer, and with a lack of a 
quorum, all business would be brought 
to a screeching halt; the same goal as 
a filibuster, just a different approach. 

This was common in the House prac-
tices in the 1800s, and the refusal to 
allow a vote resulted in minority gov-
ernment. As Speaker Reed said at the 
time, ‘‘If the majority does not govern, 
the minority will; and if you think the 
tyranny of the majority is hard, the 
tyranny of the minority is 
unendurable.’’ The rules then, he said, 
ought to be arranged to facilitate ac-
tion of the majority. The Speaker 
made up his mind if, in his words, ‘‘po-
litical life consisted of sitting help-
lessly in the Chair and seeing the ma-
jority powerless to pass legislation,’’ 
he had had enough of it and was ready 
to step down. 

He did not step down. Instead, he de-
cided to step up to the challenge. Thus, 
he instituted a policy of counting as 
present Members in this Chamber, 
whether they were speaking or voice-
less, and it led to a wonderful exchange 
between the Speaker and a Democrat 
Member from Kentucky, James 
McCreary. The outraged McCreary de-
manded to know what parliamentary 
right the Speaker had to declare him 
present. And Reed simply responded, 
‘‘The Chair is making a statement of 
fact that the gentleman from Ken-
tucky is present. Does he deny it?’’ 

Well, the precedent for the tactic was 
broken and even though the minority 

took this issue, ironically enough, to 
the Supreme Court in 1892, the Su-
preme Court upheld the position of the 
Speaker. 

The House then evolved into a body 
with centralized or majoritarian au-
thority, while the Senate remained de-
centralized with minority authority. 
These tactics, all of them, are not or-
dained by the Constitution, they are 
traditions of the Members of each 
body. House historians Oleszek and 
Sachs once wrote, ‘‘The forces of cen-
tralization and decentralization are 
constantly in play, and they regularly 
adjust and are reconfigured in response 
to new conditions and events.’’ 

In less scholarly terms, whatever has 
been born in a noble cause can degen-
erate into abuse; and if the abuse of 
that tactic harms the Nation in such 
situations, Congress should make 
changes. They should adjust. 

b 1815 

The House did in the 1800s. The Sen-
ate would do well to learn from our ex-
perience. As McCullough might be say-
ing right now, the river is ready to 
change. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. I thank the gen-
tleman from Utah. It would be inter-
esting to have heard the gentleman 
say, no, I am not here and see that in 
the RECORD. That is a perspective that 
I appreciate being able to hear here to-
night. At this moment I would also 
like to yield to a gentleman who has 
enormous experience in working with 
the judicial branch of government, 
former attorney general of the State of 
California and now a Congressman 
again, the gentleman from California 
(Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN). 

Mr. LUNGREN of California. I thank 
the gentleman for recognizing me, I 
thank the gentleman from Iowa for 
having this time, and I thank the other 
Members of this body for entering into 
this discussion here this evening. 

In my former life as the attorney 
general of the State of California, I was 
privileged to be on the confirmation 
panels for those members of the bench 
who were nominated to appellate posi-
tions or the Supreme Court of the 
State of California. In that regard, it 
was a three-person panel of confirma-
tion requiring a majority vote, a two- 
thirds vote because there were three of 
us on that panel. During that time, I 
had the opportunity to investigate, re-
view, speak with and have public hear-
ings and then vote on more than a 
score, I believe, of nominees of the 
Governor of the State of California 
during the 8 years I served as the attor-
ney general. 

During that time, we were required 
to look at their record to see whether 
or not they were qualified to serve in 
their positions, but never did we mis-
understand the responsibility we had, 
which was not to nominate them in the 
first place but, rather, review their 
nomination after it was made by the 
Governor of the State of California. 
While that is not an absolute analogy, 
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it certainly is an apt analogy to the re-
sponsibility that the United States 
Senate has under the Constitution of 
the United States to give advice and 
consent to the President of the United 
States upon his nomination of individ-
uals to serve in the various courts in 
the Federal system. 

Tonight I would like to at least ad-
dress briefly the process that has devel-
oped in the Senate and the impact it 
has had on the nomination of a par-
ticular individual from my home State 
of California. Her name is Janice Rog-
ers Brown. She is and has served for a 
significant period of time as a member 
of the California Supreme Court. Prior 
to that, she was on the Third District 
Court of Appeals for the State of Cali-
fornia. She has been nominated by the 
President of the United States to serve 
on the District of Columbia Circuit 
Court of Appeals. 

The gravamen of my observation is 
that the failure of the Senate to allow 
her nomination to come to the floor 
thus far denies her, but more impor-
tantly the American people, an oppor-
tunity to review her qualifications, to 
review her personal history and to 
make a determination as to whether 
she is a worthy individual to serve on 
the District of Columbia Circuit Court 
of Appeals. 

As a matter of fact, it is my observa-
tion that in the absence of the oppor-
tunity to be voted up or voted down, to 
be subjected to a debate on the floor of 
the United States Senate in the con-
text of such a consideration, that in 
fact the Janice Rogers Brown that I 
know in the State of California, not 
only because of my personal experience 
with her but because of my prior serv-
ice in making a determination as to 
whether or not she was worthy to serve 
on the California appeals court and the 
California Supreme Court, that that 
person that I know is not the person 
that I hear discussed, the person that I 
hear characterized, or the person that I 
see presented in the press and in other 
places. 

Her personal story is nothing short of 
inspirational. Janice Rogers Brown 
comes from a family of Alabama share-
croppers. She was born and grew up at 
a time in which there was still official 
discrimination in that State. She was 
one of those people who suffered as the 
result of official and unofficial dis-
crimination in that State. Yet she rose 
from those humble beginnings to re-
ceive her law degree from UCLA in 
1977. She served as a deputy attorney 
general in the California Department 
of Justice from 1979 to 1987. 

When I was elected the attorney gen-
eral of the State of California and took 
office in January of 1991, I asked a 
number of people who had previously 
served in the attorney general’s office 
for recommendations of people who 
should serve at the top level of the De-
partment of Justice in my administra-
tion. Her name was always offered by 
those who had had experience in that 
office. 

I did talk with her. I did offer her the 
opportunity to serve as the head of the 
civil division in the California Depart-
ment of Justice. That is an office that 
has over 1,000 attorneys in it, 5,000 em-
ployees, I believe one of the finest law 
offices in the country. It probably pre-
sents itself in argument before the U.S. 
Supreme Court more than any other of-
fice outside of the U.S. Department of 
Justice, and I very much believed that 
she would be someone who would bring 
tremendous esteem to our office. 

Unfortunately, Pete Wilson, the 
former United States Senator, then 
Governor of the State of California, 
was successful in talking her into ac-
cepting his offer to be the legal affairs 
secretary to him in his administration. 
During that period of time that she 
served as legal affairs secretary, I was 
the attorney general of California and 
worked with her on many knotty legal 
issues. I found her to always be profes-
sional, to always be measured in her 
tones, to always look to the law first, 
and to give the best advice that she 
possibly could. 

Later, the Governor nominated her 
to serve as justice on the Third Dis-
trict Court of Appeals, and we listened 
to the testimony of those who had 
worked with her, those who had seen 
her close at hand in the office of the 
Governor, in the attorney general’s of-
fice and in private practice; and there 
was such a strong recommendation of 
those who had worked with her that it 
was easy to vote for her confirmation 
to the Third District Court of Appeals 
for the State of California. 

Several years later, she was the first 
African American woman to be nomi-
nated to serve on the California Su-
preme Court. 

During the confirmation hearings 
that we had, I had the opportunity to 
review the opinions that she had writ-
ten while on the appellate court. Inter-
estingly enough, every single member 
of the appellate court on which she 
served recommended her confirmation 
to the California Supreme Court. I re-
call at the time that the chief justice 
of the California Supreme Court, Jus-
tice Ron George, surprised the public 
hearing that we had by actually put-
ting on the table every single written 
opinion that she had done and advising 
everybody there that he had read every 
opinion she had written at that point 
in time, not once but twice, and ren-
dering his opinion that she was well 
qualified to serve on the California Su-
preme Court. 

I can recall of those who opposed her, 
some said she was not serious enough 
and one of the things they cited was a 
particular case. So I went to that case 
to see their suggestion that she was 
not serious enough, and I found out 
that not only is she a legal scholar but 
she is a well-read individual and some-
one who understands the culture of 
America very well, because she had 
footnoted a routine done by George 
Burns and Gracie Allen, and that rou-
tine that she footnoted was right on 
point but made the point with humor. 

I must say that having been involved 
in the law for 30-some-plus years, hav-
ing served in this body on the Judici-
ary Committee for now 11 years, hav-
ing served as attorney general for 8 
years, and been involved in private 
practice in the other years, it is re-
freshing to find members of the court 
who actually believe it is appropriate 
occasionally to use humor to make a 
point. 

It should be noted that Justice 
Brown was required to go before the 
people of the State of California for 
confirmation in a direct vote of the 
people and that in that she received 
over 75 percent of the vote of the peo-
ple of California who had the oppor-
tunity to review her performance while 
serving on the California Supreme 
Court. 

I have seen some criticism of some of 
her opinions. One cited in the other 
body has to do with a case coming out 
of the city of San Jose, and it had to do 
with whether or not the city of San 
Jose’s ordinance with respect to hiring 
or contracting policies had run afoul of 
a new section of the California Con-
stitution which was as the result of a 
direct vote of the people in Proposition 
209. Proposition 209 entered the vast 
area of affirmative action and said in 
that vast area, we believe it is inappro-
priate to use racial quotas and set- 
asides. It did not condemn all affirma-
tive action, but specifically said that 
the use of race for purposes of con-
tracting or hiring by State government 
or its political subdivisions was inap-
propriate when it came by way of 
quotas or set-asides. That was a vote of 
the people. 

In the case brought by some who 
challenged the ordinance in the city of 
San Jose, she wrote the majority opin-
ion. Some have now criticized her for 
that opinion, suggesting, as I have 
heard, that she is, quote-unquote, out 
of the mainstream. 

Well, that decision was a unanimous 
decision of the Supreme Court of the 
State of California: 7 to 0. If she is out 
of the mainstream, the entire Supreme 
Court of the State of California is, and 
the people of California are, out of the 
mainstream as defined by those who 
would criticize her. 

The interesting thing is that she is a 
prolific writer in her capacity as a ju-
rist. In fact, in the year 2001 and the 
year 2002, she authored more majority 
opinions than anyone else on the Cali-
fornia Supreme Court. As I mentioned 
before, her opinions reflect well-rea-
soned analysis, a prosaic quality, as 
well as humor. In upholding a drug- 
testing program, she observed, ‘‘That is 
life. Sometimes beauty is fierce, love is 
tough, and freedom is painful.’’ Some 
have suggested that such comments 
are inappropriate. I would suggest that 
such comments are extremely appro-
priate because they are couched in the 
reality of life as well as the reality of 
the law. 

I have talked with those people who 
served with her directly while she 
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served the Governor of the State of 
California, those who saw her on an ev-
eryday basis, those who asked her legal 
advice, those who asked her positions. 
Every single one of them will tell you 
that she is a measured individual, she 
is a well-thought-out individual, she is 
one who will give you what the law is; 
and if you ask her opinion, she will 
give you that as well. 

If you look at her opinions, they are 
the opinions of someone who under-
stands what I believe jurists ought to 
understand, that their obligation is to 
interpret the law, not make the law. 
Their obligation is to attempt to divine 
what the intent of the legislators was 
at the time they passed the law, and 
similarly what the intent of the fram-
ers of the Constitution meant at the 
time they wrote the Constitution. Be-
cause, simply put, this is not a game. 
We have an obligation in a democracy 
to be fair with the people who are 
members of that democracy, the citi-
zenry. And if in fact those who are on 
the bench speak in some sort of San-
skrit, speak in some sort of code such 
that when they say one thing that is 
understood in the common utterances 
one way but they mean in their 
legalese something else altogether, 
that somehow that is the way to legis-
late, I would suggest that is the wrong 
way to legislate because it does not 
give the members of our society a fair 
chance at ordering their lives in ac-
cordance with the laws. 

That is something we have not 
talked about enough here. When we 
give full flight of fancy to members of 
the court under the Federal system, 
what we are doing is saying that the 
people should not have the opportunity 
to fully understand the democracy in 
which they participate, that the people 
somehow are incapable of governing 
themselves and that somehow all the 
important decisions of life have to be 
decided on a, quote-unquote, constitu-
tional basis as opposed to constitu-
tional questions being the exception. 

I would suggest that it is also not 
possible to pigeonhole Justice Brown 
into a stereotype or ideological mold. 
She has surprised some in the law en-
forcement community with her stead-
fast defense of individual rights. For 
example, in a California case called 
People v. Woods, she authored a lone 
dissent in a case which upheld a pros-
ecution of two defendants for drug of-
fenses based on evidence seized without 
a warrant from a residence defendants 
shared with a woman subject to a pro-
bation search condition. 

b 1830 

In this dissent she observed, ‘‘In ap-
pending the Bill of Rights to the Con-
stitution, the Framers sought to pro-
tect individuals against government 
excess. High on that pantheon was the 
fourth amendment guarantee against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, 
which generally forbids such actions 
except pursuant to warrant issued upon 
probable cause by a neutral mag-

istrate.’’ This hardly sounds like a 
caricature of the right wing gargoyle 
which Justice Brown’s critics have 
tried to create. 

Recently her critics have heaped crit-
icism upon her for reference to the cul-
tural wars in a speech in which she ac-
knowledged the secular assault on reli-
gious freedom. First of all, everyone 
from Pat W. Buchanan to Tammy 
Bruce has acknowledged that we are in 
the midst of a titanic cultural struggle. 
As a matter of fact, if we looked at the 
recent writings and utterances of 
James Carville, he has suggested that 
maybe his party ought to pay more at-
tention to the cultural argument that 
is taking place, the cultural battle that 
is taking place. In light of the fact that 
cases relating to the removal of ref-
erence to God and the Pledge of Alle-
giance, which happened to come out of 
my district, by the way, and the two 
Ten Commandment cases currently be-
fore the United States Supreme Court, 
cases in courts around the land involv-
ing the question of the continued defi-
nition of marriage, Justice Brown 
would seem to be merely stating the 
obvious. 

In fact, cities and counties across 
Southern California are being coerced 
by lawsuits and threats of lawsuits to 
remove minuscule depictions of the 
cross from city and county seals. Per-
haps we ought to pretend that the Cali-
fornia missions never existed, and per-
haps we will be required soon to change 
the names of San Francisco, San Jose, 
and Sacramento to more secular terms. 

My point this evening is a simple 
one. That which we are observing in 
the Senate is denying the American 
people an opportunity to review the 
nominees of the President of the 
United States. It is my belief that Jan-
ice Brown should be so presented to the 
United States Senate for consideration. 
She is the American story. From the 
humblest background, she has risen to 
the highest court in the most populous 
State in the Nation. She subscribes to 
a judicial philosophy considered rad-
ical in some circles, that the text of 
the Constitution actually means some-
thing. She holds to a consistent en-
forcement of individual rights that is 
not result oriented. 

In my judgment, these are the quali-
ties of a true jurist and is why she 
should be confirmed to sit on the DC 
Circuit Court of Appeals, and at very 
least, that her story be told in open de-
bate on the floor of the United States 
Senate in the context of the consider-
ation of her nomination by the whole 
body. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I thank the gen-
tleman from California for his com-
ments, and I appreciate more insight 
into Justice Brown. 

I also want to say that I looked to 
the gentleman from California for his 
viewpoint on the law and on the Con-
stitution because of the experience he 
has and the fact that he had the oppor-
tunity to view her from up close and 
share that with us tonight. 

We are asking for an up or down vote 
for Janice Brown and the others in the 
Senate. 

And I yield to the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. PENCE), the chairman of the 
Republican Study Committee. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding to me. 

I thank the gentleman from Iowa for 
his stalwart and courageous and un-
bending commitment to an inde-
pendent judiciary and for calling this 
forum tonight, which is really about 
this body speaking of the obligations of 
the Congress as a whole to do what the 
American people sent us here to do, 
and that is, in very simple terms, Mr. 
Speaker, we vote for a living. And I am 
going to be in Muncie, Indiana on Fri-
day. We make a lot of car parts there. 
We have got a lot of corn and soybean 
fields in Eastern Indiana, where they 
grow things for a living, they make 
things for a living. We actually just 
vote for a living here. Any other way 
one dresses it up, there are a lot of 
other aspects of our job, but when the 
bells go off, legislators in the House 
and the Senate vote. That is what tax-
payers call us to do. This is not a de-
bating society, and the effort by our 
colleagues with the constitutional op-
tion as it is rightly observed in the 
Congress is an effort to reestablish a 
214-year tradition in the Senate of ei-
ther approving or disapproving the 
President’s nominations by a simple 
majority vote. As many of my con-
stituents love to say, this is not really 
rocket science. 

I think for many Americans, the cen-
tral question of the moment is can Mr. 
Smith still go to Washington? I mean, 
we could get lost in Article I, section 5 
of the Constitution, and determining 
the rules and proceedings and all of the 
gobbledegook, but in my heart, I think 
many Americans just ask the question, 
can Jimmy Stewart still go to the floor 
of the United States Senate and expose 
the corrupt dam project? 

I really believe it comes down to 
that. With a lot of the hyperbole and 
the hyper-rhetoric about the ending of 
filibusters and the ending of democracy 
and great traditions in the Senate, I 
have got to think, Mr. Speaker, that 
many Americans looking in are still 
asking that question, can Mr. Smith 
still go to Washington? And I think it 
is absolutely imperative that we say 
tonight an emphatic yes, Mr. Smith 
can still go to Washington, that spe-
cifically all the duly-elected majority 
of the United States Senate seeks to do 
is to eliminate filibusters on judicial 
nominations, which, I will argue is un-
precedented in the Senate to begin 
with. It has never been accepted. 

And recently, in the last 5 years, by 
prominent members of the Democratic 
then majority of the Senate, people 
like Senator TEDDY KENNEDY, people 
like Senator PATRICK LEAHY, people 
like Senator Tom Daschle, decried the 
use of the filibuster on judicial nomi-
nations. The filibuster that Jimmy 
Stewart used in the famous movie ‘‘Mr. 
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Smith Goes to Washington’’ was the 
legislative filibuster, the ability to go 
to the floor and to use the rules of the 
Senate to tie the institution up, to use 
a minority power in the institution to 
expose truth. And the reality is that 
that remains untouched and ever 
should it remain untouched, in this 
legislator’s judgment. It is an essential 
element of the power of the most delib-
erative body in the world. 

But that being said, Mr. Speaker, the 
introduction in recent years of filibus-
ters on judicial nominations of the 
President of the United States is un-
precedented, and it is precisely that 
which the majority of the United 
States Senate seeks to bring to an end. 

And let me just give a couple of 
quotes. There are those who say that 
filibusters on judicial nominations are 
a great part of the Senate tradition 
and that, indeed, by their own rhetoric, 
Democrats acknowledge this not to be 
the case. Senator PATRICK LEAHY, and I 
will quote from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD 18 June 1998, who said, ‘‘I 
would object and fight against any fili-
buster on a judge, whether it is some-
body I opposed or supported; that I felt 
the Senate should do its duty.’’ Sen-
ator PATRICK LEAHY. 

Senator TEDDY KENNEDY in 1998, also 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in 
March, said, ‘‘We owe it to Americans 
across the country to give these nomi-
nees a vote. If our Republican col-
leagues do not like them, vote against 
them. But give them a vote.’’ 

And Senator Tom Daschle, then I be-
lieve the majority leader of the U.S. 
Senate, of Clinton nominees to the 
United States Senate, said, ‘‘The Con-
stitution is straightforward about the 
few instances in which more than a 
majority of Congress must vote,’’ and 
he names them: ‘‘A veto override, a 
treaty, a finding of guilt in an im-
peachment proceeding.’’ But he said, 
‘‘Every other action of Congress is 
taken by majority vote.’’ And he went 
on to say, this is Tom Daschle now: 
‘‘The Founders debated the idea of re-
quiring more than a majority . . . They 
concluded that putting such immense 
powers in the hands of the minority 
ran against the democratic principle. 
Democracy means majority rule, not 
majority gridlock.’’ 

Tom Daschle, Senator PATRICK 
LEAHY, Senator TED KENNEDY all ac-
knowledging the fact during the Clin-
ton administration, that filibusters 
have never been a part nor should they 
ever be a part of the deliberation of the 
Senate over presidential judicial nomi-
nees. 

I say as I close, and as I began, Con-
gress is not a debating society. We vote 
for a living. And what we call on our 
colleagues to do, as much as our rules 
permit us, and I believe the American 
people that returned a widening Repub-
lican majority in the United States 
Senate in the last election and re-
turned this President to office by the 
largest margin in American history in-
sist that the Senate do its duty, that 

the Senate vote up or down, to quote 
Senator TED KENNEDY, up or down on 
the President’s nominees to the bench. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I thank the gen-
tleman from Indiana for his comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS). 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING) for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, our colleagues in the 
Senate in the coming days will ap-
proach a crossroads that will forever 
impact the future of this Republic. 
They will choose the road that will re-
store the constitutional balance of 
power that our Founders so carefully 
constructed, or they will travel the 
path that rewards a shameless behavior 
that has deliberately injured this deli-
cate balance by transferring the execu-
tive power of judicial appointment to 
the legislative minority. 

The Constitution’s advice and con-
sent has been twisted into mockery. 
Men and women of outstanding char-
acter have come forth as judicial nomi-
nees to be undeservedly maligned, 
smeared, and ridiculed, and then left in 
nominations limbo by this unprece-
dented, unconstitutional, and out-
rageous judicial filibuster. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a show of dis-
regard and contempt towards the 
world’s flagship of freedom and toward 
her people and toward the time-hon-
ored principles of the United States 
Senate. 

We will recapture the civility that 
once presided over judicial appoint-
ments, or we will forever surrender 
what Abraham Lincoln called ‘‘the an-
gels of our better nature’’ to a bitterly 
partisan tactic that threatens the con-
stitutional prerogative of the President 
to appoint good, decent, and honorable 
men and women to the Federal judici-
ary. 

Advice and consent is clearly written 
in the United States Constitution. This 
judicial filibuster to prevent fair up or 
down votes is neither advice nor con-
sent, and it is not in the United States 
Constitution. Never before 2003, in 214 
years of U.S. Senate deliberations, has 
any judicial nomination with clear ma-
jority support been denied a fair up or 
down vote. And yet the minority would 
have the public believe that the major-
ity is the one trying to change the 
rules here. They call it the ‘‘nuclear 
option.’’ It is the Senate minority that 
has launched the unprecedented ‘‘nu-
clear option’’ by devastating the con-
stitutionally required just consider-
ation of judicial nominees by the Presi-
dent of the United States. 

What the majority seeks is the ‘‘con-
stitutional option’’ that is in total 
keeping with 214 years of the rules, tra-
ditions, and dignity of the United 
States Senate. Senate Democrats have 
arrogantly and openly threatened to 
shut down the operations of this gov-
ernment if Republicans insist on the 
constitutional option. 

Mr. Speaker, far better it is to let the 
Democrats shut down this government 

temporarily than it is to allow them to 
shut down this Republic permanently, 
because in this critical struggle for the 
future of this Republic, one of two 
things will happen: Either the time- 
honored tested provision of advice and 
consent written in the Constitution 
will prevail or unprecedented judicial 
filibuster and obstructionism will take 
its place and become the tragic legacy 
of these days. 

The people who have placed us here 
with their votes have entrusted us to 
act in principle and for the common 
good. They are exhausted by the mer-
cenary partisanship of these attempts 
to destroy the reputations of decent 
men and women. This destructive be-
havior has so insidiously invaded every 
aspect of our political process that it 
will destroy this Republic if we fool-
ishly continue to reward it. 

Mr. Speaker, I should not have to re-
mind my Republican colleagues that 
the people who have entrusted us with 
this majority have spoken with re-
sounding voice on the issue of judicial 
appointments. They hear it and I hear 
it everywhere I go. 

b 1845 

The people of America have a pro-
found sense of justice and fair play; and 
they want a fair up-or-down vote on 
judges. Somehow, the people under-
stand how important this really is, and 
they understand it is really about the 
Constitution itself. They seem to in-
nately embrace the message of Daniel 
Webster when he said those magnifi-
cent words: ‘‘Hold on, my friends, to 
the Constitution and to the Republic 
for which it stands, for miracles do not 
cluster. And what has happened once in 
6,000 years may never happen again. So 
hold on to the Constitution, for if the 
American Constitution should fall, 
there will be anarchy throughout the 
world.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, the stakes could not be 
higher, and this Republic hangs in the 
balance. We have a once-in-a-lifetime 
opportunity to pass along the miracle 
of the American constitutional repub-
lic to any future generations that are 
yet to be. 

We owe it to the American people, we 
owe it to ourselves, we owe it to those 
future generations, and we owe it to 
that vision of human freedom our 
Founding Fathers risked their for-
tunes, their lives, and their sacred 
honor to entrust to us. 

We must not fail. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman from Arizona for 
his eloquence, for his understanding of 
the Constitution, and for his willing-
ness to share that with us here tonight. 
I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. AKIN). 

Mr. AKIN. Mr. Speaker, the Constitu-
tion calls upon the other body to ad-
vise and give consent to judicial nomi-
nations. For 214 years, they have done 
this effectively. Yet, today, we see 
what is becoming a constitutional cri-
sis which is completely unprecedented, 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00073 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2956 May 4, 2005 
and that is the use of the filibuster to 
basically stop the confirmation process 
both for circuit court and Supreme 
Court nominations. 

In light of this mounting problem, it 
may become necessary to restore the 
confirmation process by adjusting the 
rules in the Senate. Of course, the Con-
stitution gives the Senate the right 
and the authority to govern itself and 
has set up its own rulemaking. In fact, 
the Democrats in the Senate, when 
they were in the majority, advocated 
the total removal of the filibuster in 
1995, and that was voted for by Sen-
ators BOXER, HARKIN, and KENNEDY, 
and some others. So there has been dis-
cussion on this subject in the past. 

But we are not suggesting the re-
moval of the filibuster, not at all. But 
we do not stand for the complete fili-
buster of judicial appointments. Rath-
er, the so-called Constitutional Option 
actually is a very narrow rule change, 
and it affects only the Supreme Court 
and circuit court nominees. 

So, once again, we come back to 
where we have been for 214 years, and 
that is the fact that never, never in the 
history of this Republic has it ever 
happened that a judge that was sup-
ported by a majority was denied the 
right to have a simple vote on whether 
or not they could serve. Never in our 
history has a nominee with clear ma-
jority support failed to receive a vote 
in the U.S. Senate. This is our long- 
standing tradition. 

We believe that at least a majority 
should have the right to cast a vote on 
whether or not we will seat a judge, 
and that is all that we are talking 
about. It is an essential tenet of our 
whole representative form of govern-
ment, the idea that there should not be 
some tyranny which makes it so no-
body can even have a chance to vote. 
And that is certainly a new use of the 
filibuster and something which threat-
ens to shut down our entire confirma-
tion process for the courts. 

We have never embraced a system in 
which it requires 60 votes to confirm a 
judge, and we should not be doing that 
now. With this change, Mr. Smith can 
still come to Washington, he can still 
filibuster legislation, but our constitu-
tional call to confirm judges will con-
tinue so that the work of the judiciary 
may go on without the obstruction 
that we have been seeing in the last 
several years. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for his contribu-
tion to this important subject matter 
that is before us here. It is actually 
pending before the United States Sen-
ate. 

A couple of pieces that I think came 
out in this discussion we have had to-
night has been that even though we are 
asking Mr. FRIST to utilize the Con-
stitutional Option and to call for a rule 
decision that would be that in the case 
of a constitutional issue in the United 
States Senate, when the confirmation 
of judges are before the United States 
Senate, a simple majority vote will 

have to prevail. It is not unprecedented 
in the Senate rules. What it would do is 
it would set aside the filibuster option 
with regard to judicial appointments. 

There is no filibuster right now for 
appropriations bills for obvious rea-
sons, because if you allowed a single 
Senator or a minority of the Senators 
to hold up the spending, then anyone 
could hold the appropriations process 
hostage to their particular agenda and 
their particular wishes. Those rules re-
flect the reason for suspending fili-
buster for the purposes of appropria-
tions. 

Certainly, getting judges on the 
bench is as high a standard and some-
thing that should allow for a simple 
majority vote over in the Senate. If he 
exercises that option and the majority 
leader makes a decision that they will 
have a vote on the rule, the rule can be 
amended on the floor of the Senate 
with a simple majority vote. So if 51 
Senators say, let us change the rule to 
a simple majority for confirmation of 
judges, it is entirely within the Con-
stitution. In fact, it brings them back 
to the Constitution which says advice 
and consent. Consent is defined as a 
simple majority, not a supermajority, 
which is what prevails today. 

I happen to have heard in the news 
media last week, or else early this 
week, the former Governor of New 
York was on the media saying, and 
that would be Governor Cuomo, saying 
that James Madison said the Constitu-
tion is here to protect the rights of the 
minority, meaning the minority in the 
United States Senate, from the tyr-
anny of the majority. Well, this is not 
the case. I will say, yes, the Constitu-
tion protects those rights; it defines 
those rights. But what we have right 
now is the tyranny of the minority in 
the United States Senate setting policy 
and determining who will get through 
the confirmation process for everyone 
in the United States of America. 

So Mr. Smith, after this rule is 
changed, will still go to Washington, 
we will still protect the rights of the 
minority by our Constitution, but we 
will then prevent the minority, who 
have been elected to serve in a capac-
ity in the United States Senate, will 
allow them their rights, will let the 
people who elected the majority in the 
Senate make the decisions on who gets 
confirmed to the courts in this land. 

There is far more at stake here than 
these judges that are before the court 
today. It is the impending nomination 
to the Supreme Court that is at stake 
here. The hostages that are sitting 
over there right now in the Senate in-
clude the energy bill, the transpor-
tation, the road bill, other pieces of 
legislation that we passed over there 
from the House, all sit there today 
waiting to be bottled up in a potential 
filibuster that has to do with the 
threat that the process will be shut 
down in the Senate. 

Well, we know when somebody shuts 
down this legislative body by using the 
rules, however they might use the 

rules, they have paid a price at the bal-
lot box. There are more Senators over 
there today on the majority side than 
there were before the last election be-
cause the public does not want obstruc-
tion. They want progress, they want an 
up-or-down vote for these justices con-
sistent with the Constitution, and that 
is a simple majority. 

My junior Senator from the State of 
Iowa is one of those people who has 
taken a position and actually led an 
initiative back in 1995 to change the 
rules in the Senate so there would not 
be a filibuster of the justices. That was 
his opinion then; I am asking that it be 
his opinion today. In fact, his wife was 
before the Iowa Senate to be confirmed 
to a position there before the Board of 
Regents. If those senators had deter-
mined, my former colleagues, my alma 
mater had determined they wanted to 
use their rights to filibuster to hold 
that up, the junior Senator from Iowa’s 
wife would not be sitting on the Board 
of Regents today like she is. 

We want to have the voice of the peo-
ple in this country heard. We want to 
stay consistent with the Constitution. 
We want an up-or-down vote. It is a 
simple process, a simple concept, and 
something that, in 214 years of the 
United States, has not been utilized, 
the filibuster, to hold up these judicial 
appointments. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would ask this: let 
the people know that what we are ask-
ing, the Constitutional Option, the up- 
or-down vote in the United States Sen-
ate, let the people know that it is their 
voice that will be heard when that op-
tion is exercised. We ask for that ac-
tion early in the United States Senate 
so that it does not bottleneck legisla-
tion that is there; and we ask for this 
decision before such time as we get 
into a real bare-knuckles brawl over a 
Supreme Court Justice that might well 
be nominated within the next few 
months. 

So with that, Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to speak before 
this House. 

f 

CAFTA, LIKE NAFTA, IS BAD 
TRADE POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ING-
LIS of South Carolina). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
4, 2005, the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, first I 
want to thank my good friends, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) and 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE), for allowing me to conduct 
this Special Order regarding CAFTA 
this evening. They have been remark-
able advocates of issues affecting work-
ing families, and they have my grati-
tude and admiration. 

Mr. Speaker, there are several Mem-
bers who want to come down to speak 
on this important issue, so I will at 
this time yield to my good friend, good 
colleague and cofounder of the House 
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Labor and Working Family Caucus, the 
gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ). 

Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, this evening I rise 
in opposition to the Central American 
Free Trade Agreement. I am glad to see 
that there are other Members fighting 
against this deeply flawed trade agree-
ment. 

When a trade agreement is so terrible 
that the Costa Rican president says he 
thinks it will hurt hard-working people 
and that their parliament is reluctant 
to even approve it, you know that it is 
a bad deal. When a trade agreement is 
so terrible that the majority will not 
even bring it to the floor of the House 
for a vote until a year after signing, 
you know it is a bad deal. When a trade 
agreement is so terrible that the Labor 
Department cannot even comment, 
they could not even mount an effective 
counter-argument about CAFTA’s 
awful labor provisions, well, then you 
know it is a bad deal. 

If Costa Rica cannot justify it, if the 
majority has no confidence in it, and if 
the U.S. Labor Department cannot 
even defend it, then it needs to be 
scrapped. There is not one single rea-
son to support an agreement with this 
many problems in it. 

I would like to talk about a little 
comparison between CAFTA and 
NAFTA, because NAFTA was supposed 
to be this great free trade agreement 
with our partners to the south, Mexico; 
and, boy, did we really get the wool 
pulled over our eyes. With CAFTA, we 
have a chance to learn from the mis-
takes of NAFTA and not allow that to 
happen again. 

They told us that NAFTA would 
bring jobs, but we lost jobs. They 
promised that our trade would im-
prove, but it has gotten worse with the 
steadily rising trade deficit. And they 
told us that it would elevate the mid-
dle class in Mexico. Well, guess what? I 
have been there, and it has not. 

When I visited Mexico, I went to a 
small town in the state of Michoacan, 
where 60 percent of the men have left 
the town because there is no work. 
These men used to be soybean farmers, 
but their farms have been wiped out 
since NAFTA. Were these not the peo-
ple that NAFTA was supposed to help? 
Instead, they got nothing, and their 
way of life has been decimated forever. 
CAFTA will have the same effect. 

The gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
KOLBE) has said that CAFTA will re-
duce illegal immigration. Well, guess 
what? He said the exact same thing 
about NAFTA. In fact, history has 
taught us the exact opposite. NAFTA 
enabled cheap U.S. imports, which 
pushed 1.3 million Mexican campesinos 
off the land. It is reasonable to think 
that some of them may long have since 
crossed the border into the U.S. seek-
ing economic opportunity. 

Central America is even more de-
pendent on agriculture than Mexico is, 
so the impact on illegal immigration 
could be even worse. We do not want 

another NAFTA debacle. We do not 
want an agreement that hurts hard- 
working people in the U.S. and other 
countries. 

The word needs to get out that 
CAFTA is a rotten deal for Central 
American and American workers. This 
agreement helps no one but big busi-
ness, which makes sense, since this ad-
ministration gives them a prime seat 
at the negotiating table. This is simply 
an expansion of NAFTA, which broke 
all the golden promises that it made to 
the American people. 

CAFTA should be more appropriately 
renamed The American Jobs For Sale 
Agreement, because that is what it 
does. I say to my colleagues, do not be 
fooled twice. For those of you who were 
not here then, like me, do not even 
allow yourself to be fooled once. I in-
vite you to join the growing list of op-
position to CAFTA. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, now I 
would like to yield to the good gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH), a 
gentleman who has fought for the envi-
ronment and who has fought for work-
ing-family issues. 

b 1900 
Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) for yielding, and thank him 
for his dedication to the workers of the 
State of Maine and to workers all over 
this country. All of America appre-
ciates the leadership that you have 
taken on this issue. I am proud to join 
you at this moment. 

I remember years ago hearing Ross 
Perot talk about the sucking sound 
that would be heard once NAFTA 
passed. We were warned that we would 
be losing millions of jobs. Well, all of 
these prophecies have come true. We 
now seem to have learned nothing, be-
cause we have a new trade agreement 
that is being delivered to this Congress 
that promises to do exactly the same 
thing that NAFTA has done to our 
country. 

And that is the so-called negotiated 
Dominican Republic-Central American 
Free Trade Agreement, or DR-CAFTA 
for short. This legislation, which I will 
refer to here as CAFTA, will be harm-
ful to all of the people of the signed na-
tions. CAFTA will benefit a few and 
hurt the many. 

Governments will have little or no 
control over the investment of foreign 
companies. As a matter of fact, the 
power of legislatures is effectively nul-
lified once these trade agreements are 
passed. National development needs 
and the rights of citizens and local gov-
ernments will come secondary to the 
rights of foreign investors. 

Moreover, investors will not have to 
comply with international labor orga-
nization standards, workers rights will 
be undermined, especially for women 
workers, for farmers, and Maquila 
workers. The labor rights abuses that 
are currently prevalent throughout the 
CAFTA countries will run rampant 
under this new legislation’s weak labor 
provisions. 

Countries will enjoy greater tariff 
benefits for goods made by workers 
whose rights have been denied. Family 
farms in Central America and the 
United States will fall victim to 
CAFTA, which will threaten locally- 
grown produce and undermine food se-
curity. Basic public goods and services, 
such as education, health care and 
water will become privatized as gov-
ernments lose the flexibility to sub-
sidize these services. 

Think about this. Privatization of 
education, privatization of health care. 
We have a private health care system, 
which is wrecking this country’s abil-
ity to be able to meet the needs of its 
people. We are going to cause it to pro-
liferate across Central America. The 
attempt to privatize water constitutes 
a challenge to human dignity. We are 
going to help facilitate the privatiza-
tion of water with this legislation. 

Expensive brand name drugs will 
have expanded patents, and inexpensive 
generic medicines will have greater re-
strictions. Poor people will not have 
access to lifesaving pharmaceuticals, 
because what are these trade agree-
ments about? They are about lifting of 
corporate rights and dashing the rights 
of the common people. 

The rules of trade, as first developed 
in NAFTA and now expanded in 
CAFTA, will increase the suffering of 
people in all signed countries. When 
CAFTA comes before Congress for a 
vote, I will urge my colleagues to op-
pose this unfair agreement. Trade be-
tween nations does not and should not 
have to lead to such negative con-
sequences. 

Trade should lift up the human con-
dition, not degrade it. Trade should 
celebrate workers rights, not destroy 
those rights. Trade should take into 
account environmental quality prin-
ciples and appreciate the quality of our 
air and our water. We have new goals 
to set in this country with respect to 
trade agreements; workers rights, 
human rights, environmental quality 
principles must be included in all trade 
agreements. We have to challenge the 
prevailing consensus which delivered 
NAFTA to this Congress. 

We have to challenge the prevailing 
consensus which brought the World 
Trade Organization into being without 
any respect for the rights of national 
legislative bodies or for the people that 
we represent. 

So I want to thank the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD) for leading 
the way on this issue. I am proud to 
join with you, and I look forward to 
continuing to work with you as we 
take a stand here on behalf of workers 
not just in this country, but all over 
the world. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. KUCINICH) for his leadership on 
this issue and look forward to working 
with him on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, as a co-founder of the 
House Labor and Working Families 
Caucus, I am privileged to be here with 
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my colleagues to discuss the dev-
astating impact that Central America 
Free Trade Agreement will have on our 
economy here in the United States. 
This so-called free trade deal promises 
to cripple our industries, both in my 
home State of Maine and throughout 
the Nation. Before coming to Congress 
I worked over 29 years at Great North-
ern Paper Company in East 
Millinocket. I have seen first-hand the 
devastation of the so-called free trade 
on Maine’s economy, and I know what 
it means to working families. 

I could see in 1994, with NAFTA, 
which has been nothing but a disaster, 
costing people of the State of Maine 
over 24,000 manufacturing jobs. In some 
parts of my Congressional district, un-
employment has reached over 30 per-
cent in different labor market areas 
over the last 2 years. Over 30 percent. 

And often when jobs go, so do people, 
taking the heart and soul of what once 
was prosperous communities with 
them. Today, the threat of job loss is 
not for blue collar workers alone. Even 
high-tech companies like IBM, Boeing, 
General Electric are taking their com-
puter and engineering jobs to China, 
India, and the Far East, while leaving 
behind a long trail of pink slips. 

As a Member of Congress, I have had 
the opportunity to meet with several 
prominent free traders, like the trade 
Ambassador, Bob Zoellick. They like 
to talk about how free trade is good for 
everyone and creates jobs. But when I 
share the story of what happened and is 
happening in the State of Maine, of the 
many jobs lost and the lives that are 
devastated by those jobs lost, they 
admit to me, well, there will be win-
ners and there will be losers, and that 
is just the price of doing business. 

This is not a game. These are real 
people who lose jobs every day. They 
are the ones who lose the jobs who can 
no longer afford to send their kids to 
college and who can no longer afford 
even basic health care for their fami-
lies. 

Now, do not get me wrong. I am glad 
that there are a lot of Federal program 
benefits available to help dislocated 
workers. And I have devoted myself in 
advocating and fighting for Federal re-
sources to help laid off workers. But, 
working people do not want a program 
and handout created by Congress to 
clean up the mess from these so-called 
free trade agreements. They just want 
their jobs. Each and every Mainer, each 
and every American worker, should be 
asking, can we afford to lose another 
job? Can we afford the Central Amer-
ican and Dominican Republic Free 
Trade Agreements? 

The job loss numbers show that we 
simply cannot afford that. From 1998 to 
2004 alone, 11,724 workers in Maine 
were certified for trade-related adjust-
ment assistance. Companies like C.F. 
Hathaway Company in Waterville, Ger-
ber Childrenswear in Fort Kent, were 
among the hardest hit by NAFTA. 

The company that I worked for for 
over 29 years, Great Northern Paper 

Company, announced only 2 days after 
I was sworn in as a Member of Congress 
in 2003, they were filing bankruptcy. 
My coworkers, my family, my commu-
nity was devastated. And the culprit 
was the so-called free trade agree-
ments. 

These agreements have created noth-
ing but stagnant economies and rising 
inequality. And CAFTA is based on the 
same NAFTA model. You will hear 
from me and other Members this 
evening about the specifics of its dev-
astating effects tonight. 

This agreement will serve to push 
ahead the corporate globalization trend 
that has caused a race to the bottom in 
labor and environmental standards. 
American companies are often forced 
to compete with foreign corporations 
who are not held to the same labor or 
environmental standards. This creates 
an unfair balance. 

I have long advocated for fair trade, 
not just free trade. The fight ahead is 
to ensure that these trade agreements 
are fair for our workers, our busi-
nesses, our States. We must ensure 
that all trade agreements respect 
workers rights to the environment, 
health and human rights. And I know 
Members on both sides of the aisle are 
committed to stopping this flawed 
agreement that we currently will be 
voting on in the months ahead. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) who is 
also a co-founder of the House Labor 
and Working Family Caucus. 

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) for yielding. I thank the gen-
tleman for his leadership on this very 
important issue. 

I am told that the clinical definition 
of insanity is the tenancy to do the 
same thing over and over again and ex-
pect different results. And this pro-
posed Central American Free Trade 
Agreement is another example of the 
United States continuing to enter into 
these so-called free trade agreements 
with countries and regions of the world 
that give carte blanche to corporate 
America to send our American jobs to 
other parts of the globe. 

The one thing that I have been 
struck with, after coming here to Con-
gress is, how many people in Wash-
ington, D.C. talk about job loss like 
they are talking about the weather, or 
a natural disaster like an earthquake. 
They talk about job loss like it is 
something that happens beyond the 
control of Congress, when, in fact, 
much of the job loss that we see in 
America today is the result of poor 
trade policy, and lopsided trade agree-
ments in which we have negotiated 
away our jobs and failed to protect the 
American worker. 

Now, given the experience that we 
have had thus far, with our subsequent 
trade agreements with NAFTA and 
others, you would think that with our 
experience of job loss that we have had 
there that when you find yourself in a 
hole that you might stop digging. But, 

that is not the case, because here we 
are facing another agreement that will 
definitely ship jobs overseas. 

Not only does CAFTA, the Central 
Free American Trade Agreement shift 
jobs overseas, but it creates and per-
petuates a race to the bottom men-
tality, and further burdens our current 
trade deficit. 

In 2004, the U.S. trade deficit soared 
to a record $617 billion, a 25 percent in-
crease over 2003’s record deficit, and 
more than 5 percent of our Nation’s 
GDP. 

The Bush Administration and the 
corporations who profit when America 
sends their jobs overseas argue that 
this trade deal will benefit U.S. busi-
nesses and workers while helping mem-
ber countries prosper. But, the fact is 
from our own experience with NAFTA, 
that that is very far from the truth. 

And tonight I would like to focus my 
remarks on exposing the real impact of 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement, and what it will do to 
American workers, and also to Central 
American workers as well, and our bur-
geoning trade deficit. 

Let us first take a quick look at the 
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment, NAFTA, and its impact on our 
workers and our neighbor’s workers 
and the trade deficit. Those who advo-
cated Congress’s passage of the Central 
American Free Trade Agreement often 
point to NAFTA as a success story in 
their arguments. I think it is impor-
tant to take a good hard look, both 
from economic and policy implications 
of that model as we consider the Cen-
tral American Free Trade Agreement. 

During the NAFTA debate, the pro-
ponents then argued that the measure 
would, if adopted, would lead to the 
creation of 170,000 new jobs in the 
United States. Instead, our country has 
lost 3 million manufacturing jobs since 
the adoption of NAFTA, in 1994. 

And 900,000 of those jobs lost can be 
directly tied to NAFTA. These jobs 
were good, high-paying jobs that in-
cluded benefits. They were manufac-
turing jobs that have been replaced by 
service sector jobs that typically pay 
25 to 75 percent less, and with few or no 
benefits. And while some proponents 
expect the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement to turn out dif-
ferently than did NAFTA, it is impor-
tant to remember that the six Central 
American countries possess an even 
larger pool of cheap labor than did 
Mexico, and what is more, since the 
implementation of NAFTA, the trade 
deficit with Mexico has surged from $9 
billion to $110 billion last year. 

b 1915 

So the deficit with Mexico, the trade 
imbalance with Mexico, has gone from 
$9 billion before NAFTA to $110 billion 
last year. 

Additionally, NAFTA did nothing to 
improve the lives of average Ameri-
cans; and my colleague, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ), has talked about that briefly 
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prior to my remarks. This failure to 
improve the quality of life for these 
workers has generated mass opposition 
and widespread distrust on our south-
ern border. 

Amnesty International continues to 
report that extra judicial tortures and 
murders continue. This is not democ-
racy that we are exporting to Mexico, 
and this is certainly not what the 
Mexican workers signed up for. 

Meanwhile, here at home this com-
parative advantage of subsistent wages 
and a complete lack of labor and envi-
ronmental protections have led to the 
shift of low-wage, labor-intensive jobs 
from the U.S. to Mexico. 

Pursuing unrestricted free trade 
agreements with lesser developed coun-
tries along the NAFTA model will con-
tinue to accelerate this race to the bot-
tom where jobs go to countries where 
the weakest labor standards and envi-
ronmental protections exist. That is 
bad for American workers, and it is 
exploitive of foreign workers and for-
eign populations. 

We hear this administration talk 
about exporting democracy. You hear 
that often in the last weeks and 
months with regard to the situation in 
Iraq. Well, this is probably the most 
powerful opportunity we have to export 
democracy. You do not export democ-
racy through the Defense Department 
or the Defense Secretary. You do it 
through trade agreements, through the 
Department of Commerce and favor-
able agreements with our friends and 
neighbors across the globe. 

Are we liberating Iraq so we can 
move American jobs over there and ex-
ploit them for wages of about 10 cents 
an hour? I certainly hope not. And I 
hope that is not what our men and 
women are fighting today in Iraq for. 
We do not express liberation in terms 
of working 10 to 12 hours a day for 10 
cents an hour, but that is what we are 
proposing for Central America. 

As for the expected boon to the Mexi-
can economy, we have seen none of 
these gains, and instead we have seen 
NAFTA’s detrimental impact on the 
Mexican workers. Average real wages 
in Mexican manufacturing are lower 
than they were 10 years ago, if you can 
believe that. 

As companies look to cut costs fur-
ther, we see factories now being shifted 
from Mexico to China and India and In-
donesia, always in search of the lowest 
cost best exemplified by the most ex-
ploited worker. 

Now on NAFTA’s coattails rides 
CAFTA, the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement. The American peo-
ple are expected to buy the same bill of 
goods at even higher costs. Proponents 
of CAFTA, the Central American Free 
Trade Agreement, insist that the eco-
nomic gains from this trade agreement 
for American workers in business will 
be a windfall. But remember what we 
are trading for in this case. 

The combined purchasing power of 
all six Central American countries that 
are affected by this agreement have the 

identical purchasing power of New 
Haven, Connecticut. If you combine all 
of the purchasing power in these na-
tions under the Central American 
agreement, their entire purchasing 
power is equal to the city of New 
Haven, Connecticut. That is what we 
are talking about here. This is what we 
are going for. 

What they do have is millions of low- 
wage workers, and that, I think, that is 
the real object of this agreement. The 
U.S. economy has $10 trillion in gross 
domestic product in 2002. It is 170 times 
larger than the economies of those six 
nations at about $62 billion combined. 
And quite simply, the Central Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement is not 
about robust markets for export of 
American goods. It is about access to 
cheap labor. It is about shipping Amer-
ican jobs overseas so they can sell stuff 
back to the people who have not been 
laid off yet. 

Like the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD), who spoke earlier and who is 
leading this debate, I worked in my 
previous life as an iron worker for 
about 20 years. I worked at the General 
Motors facility that used to be in Fra-
mingham, Massachusetts. It closed 
shortly before GM made decisions to 
relocate plants to Mexico. I also 
worked at the General Dynamics ship-
yard in Quincy, Massachusetts, as a 
welder prior to that plant closing be-
cause of foreign competition and unfair 
trade practices. I also worked in the 
steel mills in Gary, Indiana, and East 
Chicago, Indiana, for U.S. Steel and In-
land Steel. And I understand those 
plants are now victims of foreign 
outsourcing as well. 

So I know a little bit about the im-
pact of off-shoring and imbalance in 
our trade agreements. I know what it 
means to communities and families 
when those jobs disappear. 

Over the last 20 years, our economy 
has hemorrhaged jobs in the manufac-
turing sector. Since 2001, 3.3 million 
jobs were lost. Yet these workers were 
told not to worry. They were told they 
would be retrained for another job; 
they needed more education in our new 
high-tech economy. How can they not 
worry when unemployment is at a 10- 
year high at 5.4 percent, with 80 mil-
lion Americans out of a job? Personal 
bankruptcies in my State rose 17 per-
cent between the years 2000 and 2003. 

How can we tell these folks not to 
worry when the administration is sign-
ing even more trade agreements to ship 
away their jobs? 

The never-ending pursuit of the low-
est-cost labor is spreading, and CAFTA 
will only just cement this cycle. We 
need to break the cycle now. 

There is a pretty good book that is 
out there right now. It is called ‘‘The 
World is Flat’’ by Tom Friedman. I 
suggest my colleagues read it. Mr. 
Friedman writes about the speed at 
which our jobs are disappearing and 
the volume of wealth being taken from 
regular, average, working-class Ameri-
cans. 

The biggest share of U.S. exports to 
the six CAFTA nations is not the tradi-
tional job-creation kind. These are 
products that are not consumed in the 
purchasing nations. What happens is 
that, for example, textiles here in the 
United States are shipped to Central 
America where they are fashioned and 
furnished into clothing which is then 
shipped back to the United States and 
which our people, those that still have 
jobs, are able to purchase. These are 
called exports, but in fact it is just a 
cycle of us exporting raw materials and 
getting back finished product which 
was once supplied by U.S.-based fac-
tories. 

The biggest difference here is that 
American workers are cut out of the 
picture. More than 30 percent of U.S. 
exports to the six CAFTA countries 
consist of these roundtrip exports that 
cause American jobs to be outsourced 
to these countries with lower labor 
standards. 

This trade agreement is bad not only 
for the American workers but for those 
in Central America as well. 

Yesterday, The Wall Street Journal 
reported that Costa Rica’s resistance 
to the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement was based on the fact that 
the agreement itself would be harmful 
to poor and struggling workers in 
Costa Rica. Costa Rican President Abel 
Pacheco has said that he believes that 
the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement is bad overall for his coun-
try, and he has delayed a vote on that 
until February of next year. 

The reluctance of Costa Rica has sur-
prised the White House and undermines 
one of its chief arguments for the pact 
itself, that CAFTA represents an ur-
gently sought benefit for the impover-
ished region. 

Costa Rica’s ambivalence and long 
delay before it votes on this trade 
agreement indicates its reluctance to 
endorse this supposed free trade agree-
ment. Protests in Guatemala num-
bering in the thousands and tens of 
thousands have also been an indicator 
that many Central Americans do not 
see the Central American Free Trade 
Agreement as a benefit for their nation 
and for their livelihood. 

As you may know, May Day marches 
in Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, 
and El Salvador have featured a myr-
iad of anti-CAFTA signs and slogans. 
As President Pacheco rightly empha-
sizes, more trade does not necessarily 
mean less poverty. 

Proponents of the Central America 
Free Trade Agreement have conven-
iently ignored this fundamental fact: 
the effect of trade on incomes in Cen-
tral America and how to alleviate the 
adverse consequences of trade liberal-
ization on the poor. 

This Washington consensus that 
opening up markets will help alleviate 
poverty is just plain wrong. One reason 
is that the labor in developing coun-
tries is not nearly as mobile as trade 
theorists assume. In Central America, 
for trade to benefit unskilled workers, 
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farm laborers, for example, they need 
to be able to move out of jobs that will 
face competition from efficient U.S. 
producers thanks to CAFTA, such as 
drilling, corn and into exporting indus-
tries that are likely to be selling prod-
ucts to the American market. 

Unfortunately, there is no job mobil-
ity in Central America, and these 
workers are stuck, and there will be no 
place for them to turn. 

Trade reform has also been linked to 
increased income disparity as skilled 
workers have captured more benefits 
from globalization than their unskilled 
counterparts. Simply said, CAFTA will 
make the rich richer in Central Amer-
ica and the poor poorer. 

Take Mexico as a perfect example. 
Since NAFTA was put in place, Mexico 
has lost 1.9 million jobs and most Mexi-
cans’ real wages have fallen. The 
United States with its unrivaled eco-
nomic clout is in a unique position to 
empower workers around the world 
while promoting economic prosperity 
here at home. 

Unfortunately, the CAFTA agree-
ment does the exact opposite. If we 
pass CAFTA, the Central American 
Free Trade Agreement, we are reward-
ing Central American countries for 
their poor labor rights records. We are 
harming farmers in Central America by 
opening up their tiny markets to our 
own cycle of exploitation. 

Recently released reports prepared 
by the Human Rights Watch and Na-
tional Labor Committees provide over-
whelming evidence that CAFTA does 
almost nothing to protect workers. 
These Labor Department reports have 
been suppressed because they dem-
onstrate the Central American work-
ers’ rights restrictions. 

Thanks to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the 
Department of Labor has just recently 
released these reports. 

In these reports, DOL found that the 
right to collective bargaining and non-
discrimination in the workplace were 
nonexistent. In Nicaragua, for example, 
employees can be fired for trying to or-
ganize a union, provided they are paid 
twice the normal severance amount. It 
is bad enough that these countries do 
not meet international labor stand-
ards, but what is worse is that CAFTA 
is silent on the need to improve any 
working conditions in Central Amer-
ican countries. 

Instead of trade policy that is bene-
ficial to American businesses and 
workers as well as our trade partners, 
we have a flawed trade policy that 
hurts all parties. Free trade should not 
mean free labor. Likewise, free trade 
does not, as evidenced in CAFTA, mean 
fair trade. 

The Central American Free Trade 
Agreement outlines only one labor and 
environmental provision, and that is 
that countries enforce their own labor 
and environmental laws regardless of 
how weak those might be. 

The labor laws of the six CAFTA na-
tions are a joke. They have been re-

peatedly criticized by the U.N.’s inter-
national labor organization and our 
own State Department. Violations of 
core labor laws cannot be taken to dis-
pute resolution. And the commitment 
to enforce domestic labor laws, which 
are pathetic to begin with, is subject to 
remedies that are weaker than those 
available for commercial disputes. 

In a purely technical sense, this vio-
lates the negotiating principal of the 
Trade Promotion Authority Act that 
equivalent remedies exist for all parts 
of an agreement. 

Another negative effect of the Cen-
tral American Free Trade Agreement 
for the Central American laborer will 
be felt in the agricultural sectors of 
these countries. Simply put, CAFTA 
will destroy the Central American 
small farms. And that is why we see 
these massive protests. 

The final negative impact of the Cen-
tral American Free Trade Agreement I 
would like to discuss is what it will do 
to our trade deficit. The U.S. trade def-
icit which indicates that our imports 
exceed exports, has increased by $200 
billion per year under this administra-
tion. In 2003, the trade deficit reached 
$497 billion, and U.S. foreign debt has 
increased dramatically from $1.6 tril-
lion in 2000 to $2.7 trillion at the end of 
2003. 

Over the past 4 years, a 10-year budg-
et surplus of $5.6 trillion left by Presi-
dent Clinton has become a 10-year def-
icit of $3 trillion. And now we are 
working on another plan here to export 
more American jobs to countries over-
seas. 

Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
said yesterday that the Central Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement will help 
the U.S. compete more successfully in 
a dynamic global economy, but I can-
not understand how. 

How will these nations be able to 
help the U.S. come out of its current 
trade deficit? CAFTA nations are not a 
robust market for exports. The average 
wage of a Nicaraguan worker is 50 
cents an hour. How much in terms of 
U.S. exports can a Nicaraguan worker 
afford? They cannot afford Folgers cof-
fee or Tide laundry detergent. They 
cannot afford cuts of U.S. prime beef at 
$13 a pound. 

As I noted before, the six Central 
American nations of Nicaragua, El Sal-
vador, Honduras, Costa Rica, Guate-
mala, and the Dominican Republic 
have the combined purchasing power of 
New Haven, Connecticut. 

b 1930 

They will not add much to the U.S. 
economy. They will only take Amer-
ican jobs away, and make no mistake, 
that is what this agreement is all 
about. 

If companies were serious about cre-
ating robust markets for ‘‘Made in 
America’’ goods, they would be work-
ing to improve the wages and working 
conditions of these workers. It is only 
when these laborers can earn enough to 
buy U.S. goods that this kind of trade 

agreement will be successful for all the 
parties and all the countries involved. 

If you consider that a typical Central 
American consumer earns only a small 
fraction of an average American work-
er’s wages, it becomes clear that 
CAFTA’s true goal is not to the in-
crease U.S. exports. About half the 
workers in this region work for less 
than $2 a day, placing them below the 
global poverty level. 

All this agreement does is exploit 
lowest-wage labor to the detriment of 
the American worker. The Central 
American Free Trade Agreement does 
not benefit America. Let us be honest. 
CAFTA benefits companies that leave 
the U.S. or outsource their jobs to Cen-
tral America, plain and simple. These 
companies will not only exploit cheap 
labor with minimal protections, but 
can import their products back to the 
U.S. under favorable terms. 

There are several simple steps we can 
take to mitigate the effects that exist-
ing trade agreements have on our 
workers and future trade agreements 
have on global labor movements. 

First, instead of subsidizing large 
corporations that outsource American 
jobs, with tax breaks for foreign pro-
duction and government contracts for 
companies that ship jobs overseas, we 
should create financial incentives for 
companies to keep jobs here in the 
United States. It sounds simple. It 
could be revolutionary in this country. 

Secondly, we must act now to deal 
with our increasing national deficit. 
The U.S. trade deficit has jumped from 
$70 billion in 1993 to $618 billion in 2004. 
There should be no new trade agree-
ments until we can negotiate fair 
terms for our own workers. 

Finally, in existing trade agree-
ments, we need to demand and strictly 
enforce all provisions protecting labor, 
human rights and environmental 
standards. All future trade agreements 
should include these basic rights and 
all countries should be held account-
able to internationally recognized 
standards. 

We need a trade policy that supports 
domestic manufacturers, while pro-
moting labor standards which are simi-
lar to our own overseas. The Central 
American Free Trade Agreement fails 
to do either. 

In closing, I must say that there is a 
stark difference between our policy in 
the United States with respect to Iraq 
and the policy that is being suggested 
here in this Central American Free 
Trade Agreement. I was in Iraq several 
weeks ago, and there was much talk 
from the White House and from my col-
leagues in government about the need 
to spread democracy, to export democ-
racy. I have heard of that a lot in the 
recent months and weeks, the talk of 
empowering people and raising their 
standards of living and liberating the 
people of Iraq. 

Then I see this Central American 
Free Trade Agreement and what it 
does. It endorses oppression. It exploits 
workers. It turns a blind eye to repres-
sive regimes. It reinforces the complete 
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lack of hope that these people have, 
and it does not lift a finger to help 
them. 

Once Iraq is stabilized, is this the 
way we will treat their workers? Is this 
why we pumped $200 billion into that 
country in the last few years? Is that 
what liberation means for the Iraqi 
worker? Is that what our sons and 
daughters are fighting for? Is that the 
policy that we are going to adopt for 
Iraq once they are able to stand up on 
their own feet and control their own 
country? 

We should have the courage and the 
honesty to tell our men and women in 
uniform that that is what they are 
fighting for if that is what we are pro-
posing. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to thank the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts for his comments tonight 
and I really appreciate his remarks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
yield to the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. ALLEN), a gentleman who I have 
known for some time, a gentleman who 
is deeply concerned about the trade 
agreements and what effect it has on 
our State, of the State of Maine, and I 
am very appreciative of the work that 
he has done for the people of the State 
of Maine, particularly coming into the 
2nd District, which is my district, to 
see the effect of some of these unfair 
trade agreements and the job loses that 
we have. 

So I now yield to the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) for yielding to me, my friend 
and colleague. 

I stand here as a person who believes 
fundamentally that the task we have 
here in the Congress is to create a 
stronger and more competitive Amer-
ica, number 1; number 2, to encourage 
a broader prosperity among citizens 
among all walks of life in the country; 
and 3, to create a better future for our-
selves and our children. It really comes 
down to being pretty much that sim-
ple. 

I also stand here as someone who, in 
the past, has voted for some trade 
agreements and voted against others, 
and I wanted to speak tonight on why 
I believe CAFTA is a bad deal for the 
American people and a very bad deal 
for Central America as well. 

Our history has shown that the free 
enterprise system, and free markets in 
particular, are essential in order to 
have an efficient allocation of re-
sources and to encourage economic 
growth, but our history has also taught 
us that free markets do not, by them-
selves, assure that the benefits of a free 
economy will be distributed fairly 
among the population. 

In fact, in many places around the 
world, it is the case that wealth and 
power are concentrated, and in Amer-
ica, in the last four years, wealth and 
power have become concentrated at an 
alarming rate. 

We are doing anything in this coun-
try but encouraging broader pros-

perity. We, in fact, are doing tax cuts 
for the wealthiest people in the coun-
try and making it harder every day for 
the middle class to get by, to pay for 
their mortgage, to get a good edu-
cation, to pay for their health care, 
and to otherwise create for themselves 
and their children the kind of life that 
we thought America promised to every-
one. 

So, some of my criticisms of CAFTA 
relate to the policies of our Republican 
colleagues in the Congress and to the 
Bush administration because when we 
listen to people on both sides of the 
aisle, both sides of this issue, the pro-
ponents of CAFTA say the agreement 
will create jobs in the United States. 
The opponents say it will cost jobs. I 
believe that both are right. It will cre-
ate some jobs in the United States, and 
we will lose many, many other jobs, in 
all probability many more. 

So, if both are true, the question is, 
what are we doing as a country to take 
care of those people who lose their jobs 
as a result of CAFTA? The answer from 
this administration is nothing. The an-
swer from this Republican Congress is 
nothing, nothing at all. 

Because what we have done are tax 
cuts for the wealthiest people, major 
tax cuts in 2001, irresponsible tax cuts 
in 2003 that followed, and when we look 
around, look what the result is. Here it 
is. 

We have turned budget surpluses to 
deficits as far as the eye can see. The 
International Monetary Fund says that 
American budget deficits are threats to 
global economic stability. Our growth 
is sluggish, stocks are flat, wages are 
stagnant. When we look at General Mo-
tors, $1,500 of every automobile goes to 
health care, two-thirds of that to retir-
ees who are not even making the vehi-
cles. That is not true in Japan. It is not 
true in Canada. This is the year when 
Ontario will go past Michigan in North 
America as the place where most auto-
mobiles are manufactured. The U.S. 
cannot compete in this kind of playing 
field because it is not level. 

So if we look at the Bush administra-
tion and the Republicans in Congress, 
what are they doing for people who get 
laid off as a result of CAFTA, as they 
surely will be? Well, the budget that 
was just passed by Congress cuts funds 
for job training, cuts funds for voca-
tional education, cuts funds for adult 
education, community development, 
zeros out the section 7(a) loan program 
for the Small Business Administration. 

So if you lose a job because of our 
trade policy, and you want to start 
your own business, the administra-
tion’s answer is forget it, we want to 
take away the ability of the Small 
Business Administration to help you. 

If we are going to keep America com-
petitive in the 21st century, we have 
got to invest in emerging technologies 
to give us a competitive advantage. 
Green technologies that make auto-
mobiles, power plants and businesses 
more efficient and clean would be one 
key area. 

Our economic strength basically de-
pends on our investment in people, 
both people who are trying to get an 
education for the first time, people who 
are trying to get an education or job 
training to recover from a job loss, in 
industries that are cutting edge tech-
nologies for the future. This is not 
what we are doing here. So we do not 
have the comprehensive national plan 
to deal with job loss. The administra-
tion and the Republican Congress have 
just watched jobs fleeing overseas, and 
the response has been, ho hum, well, 
that is just the way the market oper-
ates. 

Now, let us turn from that and look 
at the trade agreements themselves. 

In CAFTA, because these are poor 
countries, we have got to have strong 
labor provisions. The labor in Central 
American countries have much weaker 
labor laws than we do. So a trade deal 
must include provisions to prevent 
companies from taking advantage of 
that gap by exploiting the lack of labor 
protections for workers in Central 
America. CAFTA fails this test hands 
down. 

The agreement requires these coun-
tries to enforce their own laws rather 
than enforce internationally recog-
nized worker rights. Yesterday, the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) 
released reports commissioned by the 
Department of Labor, which confirmed 
that laws in Central America do not 
adequately protect the right to orga-
nize in accordance with international 
labor standards. 

The lack of enforceable standards is 
bad for workers in CAFTA countries 
trying to lift themselves out of poverty 
makes it very difficult to create a mid-
dle class in those countries, and it is 
bad for American workers and busi-
nesses who want to expand inter-
national markets without resorting to 
the exploitation of workers overseas. 

CAFTA also fails the balance test on 
the environment. It is not balanced. It 
does not work. It creates incentives for 
American companies to move produc-
tion to Central American countries 
where the environmental protections 
are weak and lack the proper enforce-
able mechanisms, and CAFTA does 
nothing to help. 

When you look at those areas, labor 
and environmental issues, they are ex-
amples of where this agreement, 
CAFTA, tilts too far toward 
unmanaged, free markets, but there is 
one area where CAFTA tilts too heav-
ily against free markets and against 
competition and that area is pharma-
ceuticals, no surprise. 

The CAFTA agreement continues a 
dangerous trend of using trade policy 
to extend intellectual property protec-
tions that stifle generic drug competi-
tion and erect market barriers to af-
fordable medicines. These provisions 
are bad for public health. 

Generic drug competition is proven 
to lower prices and expand access. Sev-
eral years ago when generic AIDS 
medications were introduced, it drove 
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the annual cost of treatment in devel-
oping countries from $10,000 a year to 
$300 a year, and no one can argue that 
that was not an important develop-
ment. But CAFTA would delay generic 
entry for prescription drugs by forcing 
trading partners of the CAFTA coun-
tries to accept 5- to 10-years extension 
of what is called data exclusivity dur-
ing which generic makers are denied 
access to patent holders’ clinical data 
that could expedite regulatory ap-
proval of generic versions of drugs. 

In other words, CAFTA gives a huge 
break to the brand name pharma-
ceutical industry at the expense of the 
generic pharmaceutical industry but, 
more importantly, the public health of 
people in Central America. 

A year ago, the Guatemalan legisla-
ture changed its law to promote the 
availability of generic drugs in the 
Guatemalan market, and using CAFTA 
as a weapon, the United States has 
forced the Guatemalan legislature to 
repeal that legislation. In other words, 
we have done something for the phar-
maceutical industry by forcing Guate-
mala to change its laws and for no ben-
efit to anyone else in America. 

So the bottom line is CAFTA does 
not work for the Central American 
workers. CAFTA does not work for 
American workers or American busi-
nesses. It needs to be voted down, and 
I want to thank the gentleman from 
Maine for holding this Special Order 
tonight. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
ALLEN). I do want to thank him espe-
cially for his leadership when we deal 
with prescription drugs. He has defi-
nitely been a leader in that area. I 
want to thank him very much. 

Mr. Speaker, now I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. CROWLEY), 
a good friend. 
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Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
MICHAUD) for holding this Special 
Order, and I thank my other ‘‘Maine 
man,’’ the gentleman from Maine (Mr. 
ALLEN). I like to call them my ‘‘Maine 
men,’’ but they have been outstanding 
in their efforts to highlight what is 
wrong with this free trade bill. I just 
really want to thank, in particular, as 
I just said, the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. MICHAUD) for organizing this Spe-
cial Order this evening. 

I have been a strong supporter of 
trade, and as many of my colleagues 
know, I have been an outspoken leader 
on the Democratic side of the aisle dur-
ing the past two trade agreements 
which passed with the support of a 
Democratic majority, those two trade 
agreements being the Australia Free 
Trade Agreement and the Moroccan 
Free Trade Agreement. And I happily 
helped pass those agreements here on 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives. 

As I have spoken about free trade 
agreements in the past, I have always 

been clear that I look at each free 
trade agreement on its individual mer-
its. Since the USTR began negotiations 
in January of 2003, I have closely fol-
lowed the negotiations leading up to 
the signing of CAFTA in August of last 
year. In my experience, this has not 
been the norm for this administration. 
Usually, after negotiations have con-
cluded, they make a very strong push 
for passage within an average of 55 
days. It is now May 4. While the target 
date for a vote on the floor is said to be 
before Memorial Day recess, I seriously 
doubt the Republican leadership will 
bring up this bill when they know they 
do not have the votes to pass it. 

Like many of my colleagues, both 
Democrats and Republicans in the 
House, I remain concerned about many 
of the provisions contained in this 
agreement. I hope now that we have 
Mr. Portman as our new UST rep-
resentative, he will take into account 
the strong views my colleagues have on 
free and fair trade. 

This agreement weakens workers’ 
rights and environmental standards in 
six countries, but it also does not take 
into account the rising trade imbal-
ance that our country faces globally. 
Instead of pushing free trade agree-
ments down the throat of Congress, the 
President should start to work on low-
ering the enormous deficits that he has 
created for our country. 

Our country needs to create the next 
sector of our economy so we can finally 
stop the joblessness and work towards 
job creation. Our workers are not only 
being killed by high prices at the gas 
pump but also in our general living ex-
penses. Wages continue to go down as 
the cost of living continues to sky-
rocket. 

In my colleague’s own home State of 
Maine, paper mills have closed and 
shoe and apparel manufacturing is all 
but eliminated because of free trade. 
While it is good to say that the next 
generation of jobs will be of higher 
value and will raise the wages of em-
ployees of the future, I am sympathetic 
to a lot of my friends in rural America 
who say they just do not see it. 

My wife, Casey’s, family is from Mon-
tana, and they do not see it either. 
They do not see it when the adminis-
tration continues to fight country-of- 
origin labeling for meats. The adminis-
tration allows Canadian soft wood lum-
ber to flood our market and other anti- 
worker proposals of this administra-
tion. It is time for this administration 
to focus on how they can end the mid-
dle-class squeeze and bring prosperity 
back to our working class. 

While I have the floor, I would like to 
discuss an article that appeared in to-
day’s Congress Daily, which I read this 
morning. In the article, one source said 
that Democrats, specifically my fellow 
new Democrats, and I quote, ‘‘are sew-
ing the seeds of our own irrelevance.’’ I 
take offense to that comment. We 
clearly see that we are relevant. We are 
very relevant. If we were not, do you 
think the Republican leadership would 

still be waiting to bring this agreement 
to the floor? 

This late push by the administration 
to try to win over pro-trade Democrats 
has lacked any real compromise. Un-
fortunately, I cannot be there for the 
CAFTA agreement in its current form, 
but my sincere hope is it can be re-
negotiated to meet the requirements of 
free, fair and balanced trade; fair to the 
people of the Dominican Republic and 
Central America that raises their 
wages and their standard of living; but, 
more importantly, fair to the people of 
the United States who feel that they 
are competing in a world economy 
where the odds are just simply stacked 
up against them. 

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank my colleague, the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. MICHAUD), for holding 
this Special Order this evening. 

Mr. MICHAUD. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentleman from New 
York, and I really appreciate his ef-
forts in this manner and look forward 
to working with the gentleman to 
make sure we do have fair trade agree-
ments. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, it does not 
take a trade expert to see the economic 
mismatch between the United States 
and the nations that make up the Cen-
tral America Free Trade Agreement: 
Honduras, Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Gua-
temala, and El Salvador. The way 
CAFTA proponents talk, you would 
think that Central America is made up 
of the biggest economies in the West-
ern Hemisphere. CAFTA nations are 
not only among the world’s poorest 
countries; they are among the smallest 
economies as well. 

Think about this, as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH) men-
tioned earlier: the combined pur-
chasing power of CAFTA nations is al-
most identical to the purchasing power 
of New Haven, Connecticut. The U.S. 
economy, with $10 trillion of GDP in 
2002, is 170 times larger than the econo-
mies of the CAFTA nations, at about 
$62 billion combined. So where are the 
economic opportunities for American 
industry and American workers? 

These kinds of questions are clearly 
giving people pause. Congress typically 
votes on trade agreements within 55 
days after President Bush has signed a 
trade agreement, but May 28 will mark 
the 1-year anniversary of when the 
President signed CAFTA. Why the long 
holdup? Clearly, there is dissension in 
the ranks and people are wondering 
why we need to make this deal. And for 
good reason. CAFTA is a dysfunctional 
cousin of NAFTA, continuing a legacy 
of failing trade policies. 

Look at NAFTA’s record, with 1 mil-
lion U.S. manufacturing jobs lost. 
NAFTA did nothing for the Mexican 
workers as promised. They continue to 
earn just over $1 a day while living in 
poverty, not exactly an exploding mar-
ket for the U.S. products either. And 
yet the United States continues to 
push for more of the same, more trade 
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agreements that ship U.S. jobs over-
seas, more trade agreements that ne-
glect environmental standards, more 
trade agreements that keep foreign 
workers in poverty. 

For U.S. workers, the only difference 
between CAFTA and NAFTA is the 
first letter. It adds up all the same: 
more lost jobs. CAFTA is not about a 
robust market for the export of Amer-
ican goods; it is about outsourcing and 
accessing cheap labor markets. Trade 
pacts like NAFTA and CAFTA enable 
companies to exploit cheap labor in 
other countries, then import their 
products back to the United States 
under unfavorable terms. 

CAFTA will do nothing to stop the 
bleeding of manufacturing jobs in the 
United States and even less to create 
strong Central American consumer 
markets for American goods. Through-
out the developing world, workers do 
not share the wealth they create. Nike 
workers in Vietnam cannot afford the 
shoes that they make. Disney workers 
in Costa Rica cannot buy the toys for 
their children, Motorola workers in 
Malaysia are unable to purchase cell 
phones. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a historic op-
portunity before us to empower work-
ers in developing countries. We have a 
historic opportunity before us to bol-
ster our economy. When the world’s 
poorest people can buy American prod-
ucts rather than just make them, then 
we will know that our trade policies 
are finally working. 

Mr. Speaker, there are reasons why 
not only environmental and labor 
groups but also business organizations 
such as the United States Business and 
Industry Council, a leading group rep-
resenting American businesses, have 
taken a firm stance against this trade 
agreement. It is because it is unfair. 

I believe in free trade, but it has to 
be fair trade. We can no longer con-
tinue to allow jobs in the United States 
to be exported overseas when we have a 
need here in this country. As I stated 
earlier, in my own region in the State 
of Maine, the labor market area has 
risen over the last 2 years to, at cer-
tain times, over 30 percent. Over 30 per-
cent of people unemployed because of 
that market. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I hope my col-
leagues will join me in opposing the 
CAFTA trade agreement. It is unfair, 
unneeded, and hopefully it will not 
pass. 

f 

THE U.S. ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
WESTMORELAND). Under the Speaker’s 
announced policy of January 4, 2005, 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
PEARCE) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to address this 
body this evening. I would like to visit 
just a little about the economy and the 
ways that I see it, the ways that I 
think we have to evaluate it, and the 
things we have to be concerned about if 

we are to really consider those options 
that lie before us over the next 10 to 20 
years. What lies at stake for our chil-
dren? What kind of a future are we 
going to leave for them? 

Right now, we are in the period 
where decisions are going to change 
the history of the American economy, 
and we simply need to be educated and 
need to be aware of that. Usually, I 
like to draw on an easel and discuss 
with numbers where we can put things 
into context, and so I will do that, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The first number that I would like to 
put up on the board is the 2.5. That is 
approximately the size of the govern-
ment’s spending, the size of the Amer-
ican budget. All the things we know 
about are included in that number. And 
it begins to be a focal point, because if 
we are to consider the relative state of 
our economy, we do the same thing 
that Americans do in their personal fi-
nances. We simply talk about how 
much we are spending, and 2.5 is a good 
approximation for what this economy 
spends, what this government spends 
to sustain all of its operations. 

But just as anyone else would, if you 
were considering whether or not the 
expenditures that you make are satis-
factory, whether they are too low or 
too high, you also have to consider the 
revenues that compare to that. So now 
we have the revenue figure, and that is 
about $11 trillion. Our economy total is 
about $11 trillion, and we in the gov-
ernment spend about $2.5 trillion. 

Now, that is an extremely important 
relationship, and it is the relationship 
that tells us more than the actual 
numbers. There are people who say 
that our budget is too large. There are 
some who say it is too small. But the 
truth is that to really accurately as-
sess, we have to understand the rela-
tionship between them. And simply by 
doing the division, we are able to then 
establish that right now our govern-
ment spending is about 23 percent. 
That would be .23 of our overall econ-
omy. 

Now, then, this .23 is an awfully im-
portant number in the relationship. 
People want to know what does it 
mean. It means the same thing as if 
you were to consider your personal 
spending. If your spending is too high a 
percent of your annual income, then 
you are not able to meet all your 
needs. If we are considering in your 
personal budget that your rent maybe 
is 25 or 30 percent of your annual in-
come, then that would tell you that 
you are satisfied with the size of the 
rent in that relationship. 

But this particular relationship, the 
.23, has to be put into a global perspec-
tive but also into a historical perspec-
tive. What we find as economists is 
that as the number, the .23, grows and 
gets larger, then the economy tends to 
want to stagnate. If that number is 
smaller, then the economy has vitality. 
It has the capability to grow. And that 
tells us the next piece of what we need 
to understand, which is that relation-

ship between government spending and 
our overall economy. Is it growing, is 
it getting larger, or is it getting small-
er? And that tells us what we can fore-
cast for the future. 

So we will simply put arrows up here, 
and we will write the words. We will 
put an up arrow if it increases, it stag-
nates. And so if it then decreases, we 
have the capability to grow. Now, as 
we understand that relationship, up as 
a percent, if our government spending 
increases as a percent of our gross 
economy, we tend towards stagnation 
and nonproduction of jobs. If it be-
comes smaller, we tend to have growth 
and vitality. 

Now, there are many good people who 
asked me in my district a couple of 
years ago why we would pass tax cuts 
at a point when we are running defi-
cits. And that is a very good question. 
The truth lies exactly in that number. 
At the point we gave the tax cuts, the 
number was about .25. We gave the tax 
cuts, and it shrunk to about .21; and we 
saw that the economy, in the very first 
quarter after we gave the tax cuts, 
jumped to about an 8.25 percent rate of 
growth. 

Now, we knew that was not going to 
sustain itself. There was pent-up de-
mand with the expectation we would 
pass the tax cuts. But what we did ex-
pect when we passed it was to get to 3.5 
or 4 percent. And we saw that rate of 
growth initially jump up to 8.25, maybe 
a little higher; and then it came back 
down, and it sustains itself now at 
about the 3 to 4 percent range, which 
we really expected that we would be 
able to achieve. 

b 2000 

Now, it is not magic, it is simply the 
fact that if you are taking more money 
from taxpayers and giving it to govern-
ment, they have less money to invest 
in plant and equipment, less money to 
spend on disposal retail items, and so 
your economy has that dampening ef-
fect than if you collect more in taxes. 
It is a simple theme. 

If you think about world examples, 
we could go to Europe and look at Ger-
many. If America is in the 0.23 range 
right now, which it is, we ask, What 
about Germany? Where is Germany? 
Germany’s relationship is 0.52. If the 
theory holds correct, you would say the 
German economy is probably more 
stagnant at 0.52 than the U.S. economy 
at 0.23, and the truth is Germany has 
not produced a job in about 10 years. 
Their growth is stagnant. They have an 
economy where companies are trying 
to figure a way to go somewhere else 
and find the growth and the vitality 
that they are looking for. And in truth, 
about 2 weeks ago in this great Capitol 
we met with about 50 or 60 foreign busi-
ness owners, CEOs of corporations that 
are operating here in America because 
they choose the economic climate here. 
It does not mean that everything is 
good and rosy with us because we have 
budget pressures. As we look today, we 
have budget pressures that are trying 
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to force our budget up. And we have 
the long-term effects that would tell us 
if we do not control our spending, we 
are actually going to slip over into a 
stagnant economy that cannot be rem-
edied easily. 

If we consider the relationship there 
of again the 0.25 to 11, consider that re-
lationship again over in Germany the 
factor is about 0.52, if you want to con-
sider another example, you look at the 
Soviet Union and the Soviet Union’s 
economy collapsed. It just fell in on 
itself because the relationship was very 
high. One would immediately ask what 
about China. China has got a com-
munist state and a controlled econ-
omy, much like the Soviet Union. 

I visited China in January of this 
year, and the Chinese themselves tell 
you that they do not want to make the 
mistake that the Soviet Union made, 
and so they have begun to privatize 
pieces of their economy in order to 
lower this relationship down to where 
the economy has the vitality in order 
to produce new jobs and produce the 
growth and sustain a continued eco-
nomic improving picture. 

They were very cautious about tell-
ing us exact figures. The estimates 
range as low as 40 percent, so probably 
less than the Germans. The highest es-
timates were about 60 percent. In the 
relationship we are considering here 
for America, it is 0.23. 

So for the United States, just under a 
quarter of our economy being govern-
ment spending, we have to be aware 
that the economists differ somewhat 
on where the stagnation begins to 
occur, but generally in the 0.25 to the 
0.30 range there is consensus that you 
start to dampen down your economy 
significantly. 

So anything in the future which tries 
to make our budget go up without 
growing our economy, if the 11 does not 
increase to a larger size, if we increase 
our budget, we will find that our econ-
omy will not grow, will not produce 
new jobs and we simply have to be 
aware of the relationship. It is neither 
a Democrat nor a Republican idea, it is 
simply an economic relationship that 
we must be aware of as we consider 
programs that we would want to con-
tinue, programs that we might like to 
cut back or to work more properly. 

Now one of the most significant dis-
cussions that we have going on right 
now in the country is what to do about 
Social Security. There are those who 
say it is not really a problem until 
2042, so we should not do anything. 
There are others that say we should ab-
solutely do what we can right now. But 
let us take a look at some of the sug-
gestions. There are different opinions, 
and so I will simply use a range be-
cause I am not really concerned with 
which opinion to believe, but you have 
to relate it to this economic relation-
ship in our economy. The estimates are 
$1 trillion to $3 trillion, if you want to 
begin. If we attack the problem now, 
between 1 and 3 trillion. So we put 
them on the board, and then we begin 

to look at the solutions and how they 
affect our relationship. 

Generally we talk in terms of 10-year 
payouts here, and so as we talk about 
solving a $1 trillion or $3 trillion prob-
lem, again extending that over a 10- 
year period, and we come up with ei-
ther 0.1 or 0.3. If we divide that by 10, 
that would be $100 billion a year or $300 
billion. It is not so critical what you 
assume, but you have to take it to the 
next step to adequately discuss the 
issue. So again, I will put the 0.1 and 
the 0.3 in parentheses, but those need 
to be related up here to the top of the 
equation. 

If we are going to consider can we do 
something now, I do not know. But if 
we had a budget and your budget were 
2.5, whether it is $25, $2,500, $25,000, the 
mathematical relationship will stay 
exactly the same no matter what. 

We have a 0.1 or 0.3 problem that 
needs to be fit into 2.5. I think any 
Members listening would understand 
that it might not be comfortable, but 
we just might be able to come up with 
the 0.1 or 0.3 out of a 2.5 budget. We 
might be able to find those savings 
here and there to ring the dollars out 
to cure the Social Security problem up 
front. 

Now what the President is saying 
when he says it is better medicine to 
take it now than to wait is that the es-
timates again are pretty wide ranging, 
but the estimates are that in 2042, in-
stead of $1 trillion, it is $10 trillion to 
$30 trillion, something in that range. 
Again if you were to do the math, di-
vide by 10 years, the 10-year payout 
now, that would be 1.0. None would ex-
pect that you could take 1.0 of 2.5 and 
squeeze it into your current budget. It 
is not mathematically possible, but 
that is what we are doing if we wait 
into the future. 

So again, this body will decide if we 
are going to do something or not do 
something, but as we do, whatever we 
do, realize if we had it on top of the 2.5, 
if we do not find the savings, then our 
relationship 0.23 is going to increase, 
and you yourself would see the possi-
bility that we are moving toward stag-
nation, and we might be moving to-
ward stagnation at an alarming rate. 

Now there are a couple of other rela-
tionships, and I am going to flip the 
chart because I would like to draw ap-
proximately the cost curve of Social 
Security, and realize that as we talk 
about Social Security costs, Medicare 
costs are going to parallel it. As the 
baby boomers go into retirement, we 
are going to see a tremendous esca-
lation of our cost structure for Social 
Security, but right along with it are 
going to be Medicare costs that esca-
late because people who live to advanc-
ing years are more expensive than 
younger people. We see that daily in 
the escalating cost of Medicare. People 
are living longer, better lives. And dur-
ing that time, it just takes more to re-
pair them. 

My own parents are an example. My 
father has had a couple of knee replace-

ment surgeries. Mom has had a hip sur-
gery and back surgery. I think that 
any one of you with your parents in 
their 80s, it is about the same. 

We can expect our parents to live 
into their 80s and even into their 90s. 
And in truth, demographers tell us the 
fastest growing population age group is 
over 100. That is stunning, acceptable, 
and it is nice; but we have to realize 
the budget pressures are going to in-
crease. 

So when I look at things I am con-
cerned about for our future, my only 
concern does not just lie in Social Se-
curity, but it is a piece of the equation 
that I think as we are talking about 
the economic future of our country 
that we would like to discuss. If you 
would bear with me, I will simply draw 
an approximation of the cost chart for 
Social Security over the next 50 years 
or so, and we will also draw a revenue 
line and discuss that, and then we will 
flip back to this chart and use this 0.23 
relationship on the next chart because 
almost every issue that is in front of us 
today that involves dollars should 
eventually come back to an analysis of 
what it does for our economy long 
term. We can no longer just take short- 
term views of what we are up against. 

So now then with permission, I will 
draw the approximate chart. One thing 
that we have seen since 1935 is that the 
number of retirees and then the cost, 
and the retirees and costs are almost 
equivalent, but they have been kind of 
meandering around and up and down 
and up and down like this. But about 4 
years from now, when baby boomers 
start to retire, and this is a chart that 
the Social Security trustees have given 
me, the number begins to escalate tre-
mendously high, and then it plateaus 
out and continues out. 

Now the people who say that we 
should be very cautious and not do any 
Social Security reforms now point to 
times in the past when we have made 
corrections. The mid-1980s we did a sig-
nificant change in the program. About 
1983 we increased taxes, pushed out re-
tirement, and increased the cap. Those 
are good suggestions we have to con-
sider the effect of, but the truth is they 
all worked out in a spectrum like this. 

So our revenues, they would find 
problems and they would increase 
them, and the revenues actually have 
been running surpluses, but they have 
become very stable and they do not in-
crease. This being the revenue line 
here, and this being the cost line. 

So right now we are in a period where 
these are surpluses, and when the 
President said there is no trust fund, 
what he says is we in the Congress have 
been spending this money. And we have 
been loaning it from the trust fund to 
Congress, both Republicans and Demo-
crats have done this for the entire pe-
riod of the Social Security bill. Since 
the 1930s, both parties have joined 
equally in feeding off this excess cash. 

Now the period where they intersect, 
this is 2018. The President talks about 
that frequently, that we begin to use 
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up our cash surpluses in 2018. So we see 
the cost curve escalates through the 
revenue curve at that point. What the 
President says about 2042 when we are 
out of money is that this period right 
in here, that is assuming we are cash-
ing in all of the IOUs that are in the 
trust fund. By the way, those IOUs are 
in one filing cabinet in Parkersburg, 
West Virginia. I asked for a picture to 
be sent, and so I show everyone in my 
district that the entire Social Security 
trust fund is in one four-drawer filing 
cabinet in Parkersburg, West Virginia. 
And it is a heavy-duty filing cabinet 
with individual locks, and they look to 
be sturdy combination locks, but the 
truth is there is not money there, it is 
simply IOUs. 

It is not dissimilar if we began at an 
early age to think about our child’s 
education when they are born, for in-
stance, and we began to put money 
into the cookie jar. And we put money 
faithfully every week into the cookie 
jar, except maybe when our son or 
daughter was about 10 and maybe the 
car broke down. We looked at the cook-
ie jar and said, ‘‘It is awhile before 
they are going to college. I believe I 
will take the money out to buy a new 
car, and I will put some IOUs in the 
cookie jar.’’ 

b 2015 

And then the washing machine goes 
out and then the roof needs repairing 
on the house and pretty soon our son or 
daughter gets to college age, we look 
at the cookie jar and it is full of IOUs. 

That is exactly what we have done in 
Congress. We have spent all the sur-
plus, but in 2018 we have to start re-
deeming that surplus for everything 
above this revenue line that extends 
out, and at 2042, all of the trust fund 
has been expended out of the filing cab-
inet. There is some disagreement and 
for purposes of discussion, the disagree-
ment is, well, maybe it is 2044, maybe 
2046, maybe 2040; but the concept is ir-
revocably true that we run out of even 
IOUs. 

Past 2042, we have got this much rev-
enue, but we will see that we have al-
most as much uncovered cost period 
here, once we get past the hatched 
area, is costs that are not being paid by 
cash that is coming in. Social Security 
is a pay-as-you-go plan. There is actu-
ally no money that was ever designed 
to be put into a lockbox. I am sorry, 
but it just was never designed, even in 
1935, to be put into a lockbox. In fact, 
the framers of the bill understood one 
fact and that was that the retirement 
age was 62 and the framers understood 
that they were going to let people re-
tire at 62, but the average life expect-
ancy of the male was 60. 

The truth is the original writers of 
the bill probably did not expect very 
many people to ever live to get and col-
lect Social Security if you were a man. 
Women had about a 5-year longer life 
expectancy, much as they do now. The 
thought was that they will not collect 
much. So the retirement age was 62. I 

will just put that over here in the cor-
ner, 62; and yet life expectancy for the 
male was 60. Again, I have already 
mentioned that the fastest growing de-
mographic age group in America is 
over 100. And in case you think that is 
an anomaly, the second fastest growing 
group is 85 to 100. The average life ex-
pectancy then was 60. Today it is 77. So 
we are collecting benefits for 17 years 
longer than what the framers of the 
bill expected us to do. 

But still we have to wrestle with the 
fact, do we take care of the problem 
now or do we put it off? You can see 
that the costs are tremendous. Realize 
that as this cost curve slopes up dra-
matically and it is this much of a dra-
matic look, if you go online and look 
at the Social Security trustees’ report, 
you will see almost this exact graph 
right here. A Social Security trustee, a 
former trustee came to the office and 
answered the questions that I had 
about it. I wanted to know, kind of 
away from the political discussion, 
away from both parties. The trustees 
are pretty well nondenominational. He 
came to the office and he is the one 
who provided me with the charts and 
the explanations that I place before 
you now. But if we have the problem 
with Social Security, all these baby 
boomers going into retirement are 
going to be considerably more expen-
sive, so we can expect that Medicare 
costs are going to escalate. 

Let us flip back to the previous 
chart. If Medicare costs are going up, if 
we have got to solve Social Security, 
then we have got pressures that want 
to increase this 2.5. That is not saying 
that we would increase the budget, but 
the pressure is there to increase the 
budget. 

The discussion would exist, do we in-
crease it or do we not? We simply can 
do either one we want, but we must re-
alize that as we increase the budget, if 
our economy is not growing, this rela-
tionship then becomes larger and we 
begin to move toward a stagnant, non-
growing economy that I do not think 
any of us want to give to our children. 
If, on the other hand, we find solutions 
now, if we get budget discipline now, 
then it is just possible that we could 
wiggle out of this mess because I think 
all of us would like to pass along to our 
children and our grandchildren a coun-
try that has the same hope and the 
same promise that each one of us has 
lived with. 

I feel extremely fortunate. I came 
from a very modest family. My father 
worked hard and my mom worked hard 
all of their lives. Mom was a school-
teacher. My father work in the oil field 
as a roustabout. They earned a good 
living, but with six children it was 
tough to make ends meet. From that 
background, I was able to attend col-
lege. My parents were able to work it 
out. 

After I attended college, I was able to 
go into the Air Force, served in Viet-
nam, and when I got back from Viet-
nam I was able to buy my own busi-

ness, pay that business off, and grow it 
from about four employees to about 50 
employees. That is from a family that 
did not have any political capital to 
spend. It did not have any economic 
capital to spend. My parents did the 
absolute best they could and God 
blessed them for that. 

But from humble beginnings almost 
anyone in this country can become al-
most anything that they would like. I 
did not grow up expecting to be in Con-
gress. I grew up just wanting to grad-
uate from high school. And then Mom 
was always pushing us, You’re going to 
go to college. All six of us attended col-
lege and graduated. Several of us have 
master’s degrees. But we were able to 
do this in a country where we have the 
hope of growth in our economy, the 
hope that new jobs will replace old jobs 
that phase out and always some jobs 
are becoming obsolete, some jobs pass 
away from us. 

It is normal and we can worry and 
fret about it, but if you think back 100 
years to when the automobile was de-
veloped, you can imagine the discus-
sion going on among the people who 
made wagons and wagon wheels and 
maybe the iron rings that fit around 
the wagon wheels to hold those wooden 
wheels together and they had to be dis-
cussing how this newfangled thing, the 
automobile, was wrecking their econ-
omy. The truth was the economy was 
simply changing. It did not wreck any-
thing at all. It changed and it evolved. 

There is great consternation about 
the economic well-being of the United 
States today. My take right now, look-
ing at every nation, the United States 
by itself has about .33, about one-third 
of the world’s economy, just the U.S. 
alone. There are approximately 180 
countries. With 180 countries, the aver-
age economic size, if they were all 
equal, would be .06. We are at 33 per-
cent and 6 percent would be the aver-
age size, so everybody that is smaller 
than the United States has proportion-
ately less of the economic size because 
we have got a greater percent of the 
world’s economy. 

That tells us one thing about this 
number here. Countries are beginning 
to compete much as companies have 
competed in the past. All of us grew up 
with the understanding, in my era, 
that we could go to Wackers Depart-
ment Store, maybe we would go to 
Montgomery Wards, maybe get a cata-
logue and shop through JCPenney or 
Sears, but some of those people that we 
used to buy from are simply no longer 
in existence today. 

Wal-Mart did not exist in my early 
childhood. Yet today Wal-Mart is the 
premier retailer. They have competed 
well enough to drive other companies 
out of business. And so we understand. 
All of us know products that have sim-
ply ceased to exist. A lot of auto-
mobiles, they no longer make them. 
The Packard is not made any longer. 
The Studebaker again was a car that 
existed when I was young, but the com-
pany no longer makes automobiles. We 
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have seen Oldsmobile with a phaseout. 
So we are very familiar with the fact 
that companies compete with other 
companies and the weak do not sur-
vive; and the ones with better mar-
keting, better capability, not only sur-
vive but they thrive. 

But what we are seeing now in the 
world is that countries compete, so the 
United States at $11 trillion, there are 
nations that want to take part of our 
economy and move it to them. Like I 
said, in January I went to China be-
cause I feel like China is one of the 
large emerging threats to our economy 
and also militarily in the world. I 
wanted to see them firsthand. I wanted 
to talk to their leaders and find out 
their intentions, to find out exactly 
what their view of the future was. I 
came back with a firm understanding 
that they literally intend to take as 
many of our jobs as possible and when 
they take those jobs, this 11 becomes 
10. As this number becomes smaller, 
again this number becomes bigger. So 
we have now countries that are com-
peting for economic well-being. 

Several years ago, Ireland looked at 
its situation, they evaluated that as a 
developed country, they did not have a 
lot of economic strength, no pros-
perity, no hope for their kids. And, in 
fact, they were exporting the most pre-
cious product, their children. So they 
began to think what to do with it. I am 
going to flip the chart. We will be com-
ing back to the Social Security chart 
because it all plays into the full eco-
nomic discussion of things that we 
must be considering if we are to really 
view the future economically for the 
Nation. 

Ireland was sitting there. These num-
bers are not exact, they are close 
enough for us to know, but they had a 
marginal tax rate of about 36 percent, 
it might have been 32 percent, 36, some-
thing in that range. They thought, 
what can we do to invite new compa-
nies to come into Ireland? How can we 
compete with other countries? The 
most competitive part of any country 
is its tax rate, so they kept this tax 
rate for internal corporations, but they 
had a split tax rate and they charged 
foreign corporations 10 percent. Some 
would be surprised, but it was no sur-
prise at all. It created the Irish mir-
acle, the economic Irish miracle that 
caused capital and production to flood 
into that country. 

The European Union became disgrun-
tled. They were trying to establish the 
European Union much as the United 
States and the European Union offi-
cials began to really chafe and tell 
them that those are not right, you are 
taking unfair advantage, you need to 
adjust your tax rates. They became 
very insistent on it. The Irish, God 
bless them, said, well, we agree with 
you. So they simply did away with 
both rates and they had a flat 12 per-
cent for all internal and external com-
panies. Twelve percent is still ex-
tremely good. In the U.S. we are about 
36 percent, more or less. So 12 percent 

versus 36 is fairly competitive. They 
did not lose any foreign firms, but 
what they did is began to strengthen 
up their domestic firms. 

And so the Irish miracle continues 
today, so that today just north of my 
district, about 15 or 20 miles, the Irish 
are here in New Mexico, here in the 
United States building a $200 million 
plant simply to make cheese in the 
Second District of New Mexico. It is 
creating prosperity and jobs, but the 
Irish now have strengthened enough to 
where they can begin to go out and in-
corporate and build in other nations 
and they were able to establish that 
tremendous strength because this low 
tax rate gave them a low relationship 
right here that allowed them to have 
the financial and the economic vitality 
to grow their economy, and now they 
are exporting their economy out and 
investing in the United States. You can 
run but you cannot hide from the eco-
nomic facts that are going on in the 
world today. 

This is Ireland, and it would be wor-
thy of note to also consider New Zea-
land. New Zealand also, if I drive about 
25 miles north of my district in New 
Mexico, New Zealand has come in and 
they are building another $200 million 
plant, $220 million plant, they have al-
ready got it operational, it makes 
MPCs. Those are milk protein con-
centrates. New Zealand is the only 
country in the world with the tech-
nology to make MPCs, and so it is no 
small accident that they have moved 
into America. Again, they have im-
proved their economic well-being. 

Let us take a look at what caused 
the New Zealand economy to be able to 
grow to a point that they now can 
move over and invest in the United 
States, creating jobs here in this cli-
mate, this economic climate. Several 
years ago, New Zealand looked at itself 
and said much the same thing that Ire-
land said, for a developed economy, we 
are way down the list. We are not very 
prosperous, we do not have a good fu-
ture for our kids, and what can we do? 

b 2030 

They approached it a little bit dif-
ferently than Ireland, but it still be-
gins to put economic pressure on all 
the governments of the world. Again, 
my facts will not be exactly right, but 
they are close enough. They give a per-
ception of what occurred in New Zea-
land, and if we get the perception, then 
we have the right concept to under-
stand what we must be about in this 
country. New Zealand took a look at 
their government, and they began to 
think and assess which functions 
should typically be government and 
which should not be government, and 
they committed to take nongovern-
mental functions out of the govern-
ment. That caused a tremendous 
shrinking of their government spend-
ing. Again, just to relate it back to our 
original discussion, they shrunk this 
figure because they weeded out things 
that did not belong. 

As they shrunk this figure, they 
shrunk the relationship figure, and it 
fell to a level that their economy 
began to develop growth, and as it 
grew, then this number began to en-
large, again driving this relationship 
figure, this key measurement here in 
New Zealand, began to fall rapidly, and 
they today have enough capital built 
up in their own Nation to begin to ex-
port and build in our country at this 
particular point. 

Now, what did New Zealand do? How 
effective was it? What were the dimen-
sions of it? Because if we do not under-
stand what New Zealand did and other 
nations will follow suit, if we do not 
understand those things, our country 
will have a government model that is 
not economically competitive and, 
again, the future out 10, 15, 20 and 30 
years begins to look bleak if we do not 
respond to the competitive pressures. 
But what New Zealand did is in assess-
ing those functions that typically 
would be government but maybe should 
not be, they began to shrink the gov-
ernment down, move the functions out-
side. The outside functions processed 
and then performed at a much better 
rate. But, for instance, they had about 
50,000, and it may have been as high as 
70,000, it may have been as low as 
30,000, but I figure it was about 50,000 
workers in the Labor Department. 

Now I generally ask at town hall 
meetings, because I have discussed this 
in town hall meetings frequently in the 
Second District of New Mexico, I asked 
them if they were to envision a shrink-
age of a department, how much do they 
think they could shrink and still per-
form the functions that should be gov-
ernmental functions from the Depart-
ment of Labor in New Zealand? I get 
estimates, maybe they shrunk from 
50,000 to 25,000. Some bold ones will say 
maybe they shrunk to 10,000. But they 
do not really believe they did. They are 
just throwing out the numbers for the 
debate. The truth is, and we had one of 
the designers of the system actually 
come into the office because, again I 
wanted to visit, I wanted to get first-
hand this information, they decreased 
down to one individual, and the gen-
tleman who came into my office, I 
think he was head of the Department 
of Labor and he was the last employee. 

Now that creates a tremendous sav-
ings on the part of government. They 
are able to lower tax rates. They are 
able then to go get the economic vital-
ity that creates jobs, opportunity, and 
hope for the future, and that is what 
we all want for our children and our 
grandchildren. Again, these numbers 
are easily available on the Web site, 
but maybe there were 15,000 people 
working in their forestry department 
and they might have gone down to 50, 
but we can see that what they did is 
they did the same thing Wal-Mart does. 
They create a competitive atmosphere 
among governments that we are going 
to have to respond to. 

We will not be able to simply act like 
this does not exist because as we act 
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like it does not exist, our cost struc-
ture for government remains higher, it 
remains more inefficient, and capital 
will leave this country looking for the 
best tax rate, the best government, for 
the least cost. It is the same thing that 
we do. We shop at Wal-Mart because 
our dollars go further. There are those 
people who curse Wal-Mart and they 
say ‘‘not in my hometown,’’ but I will 
tell the Members that Americans are 
voting with their pocketbooks saying 
‘‘Wal-Mart is extending my buying 
power.’’ 

I am not here to advertise for Wal- 
Mart. There are good competitors with 
them. It is just that they are the ones 
who are kind of out leading the eco-
nomic change in this country and they 
have given much more buying power to 
the middle class, and we see that fre-
quently. 

Each one of us, we will stand here in 
on this floor and we will tell the people 
that they should buy American, but 
when faced with the opportunity our-
selves to make the choice, I suspect 
that we do differently than what we 
say. 

I was in China, and North Face is a 
jacket here that is well respected and 
is a high-value jacket. Those sell for 
about $150. We saw the same jackets on 
the street corners in China, and they 
sold for $13; $150 or $13. We could talk 
to our neighbors and we could implore 
our neighbors to shop local, do their 
duty, keep Americans working, but the 
truth is when we go to the store and 
look around and none of our neighbors 
are watching, I suspect that not many 
of us are going to plunk down $150 for 
the jacket when we could buy the one 
for $13. Maybe I am not right, but I 
think I am and I think the American 
economy shows it. 

So we have tremendous threats. We 
have got China. We have got New Zea-
land. We have got the European Union. 
We have got the old Soviet Union try-
ing to rehabilitate itself. All of those 
nations are trying to take a piece of 
our economy. They want our jobs and 
our well-being to transmit to their 
country so that they have jobs and 
well-being. They are working hard. 
They are working smart, and they are 
working cheaply. 

My generation grew up with Japa-
nese imports, and we used to talk 
about those cheap Japanese imports 
because they were. We had these little 
bitty radios, these portable radios. We 
would listen to them. They were about 
this big. That was the best they had. 
The Japanese were beginning to com-
press and make things, and we all re-
member those days of that little radio 
that we would hold up to our ear and 
the sound would be very scratchy. 
Cheap Japanese imports. 

Now today the Japanese are talking 
about those cheap high-quality Chinese 
imports. The Japanese themselves are 
being affected. The Chinese intend to 
take as much of the world’s economy 
and put jobs from all around the world 
into China. We can complain. We can 

say it should not be. We can try to 
build barriers around the nation. But 
the truth is we cannot turn back the 
clock. It is indeed a global economy, 
and it must be reckoned with. To do 
other than reckon with it, to do other 
than to look at the effects of on our 
economy as we slowly lose jobs is to be 
faint-hearted and is to be living a lie. 
We must be accurate in how we assess 
the current threats on our economy, or 
we will not be able to sustain the 
American way of life. 

I do not know about my colleagues, 
but I for one am looking for those 
things that will cause our economy to 
grow. I am looking for ways that we 
could save money and still provide the 
same services. I am looking for ways 
that we waste money. I often use the 
example: People want to know just how 
bad is the waste that I see? The most 
extreme example that I see, and there 
are more extremes available, but it is 
just one I quote a lot, is the VA. We 
hear constantly from our veterans, 
‘‘You are not spending enough. You are 
not spending enough. You should in-
crease this figure and give us more 
money as veterans.’’ And would that I 
could. But first we have to look at the 
ways the Veterans’ Department spends 
money foolishly. There is one hospital 
in New York, actually I think it is even 
a clinic, but that hospital or clinic has 
800 employees and it has got 50 pa-
tients. Let me say that again because 
it always draws a gasp. Eight hundred 
employees and 50 patients. We can won-
der why it is open, but, frankly, it is 
open because of political pressure, po-
litical pressure from New York to keep 
those 800 jobs there. 

If I am in New York, we would just as 
soon this number not improve because 
I want to have a short-range view of 
keeping those jobs in my district, even 
if it is bad for the economy, even if it 
is bad for veterans. No matter the long- 
range effect on our Nation, no matter 
the fact that New Zealand has begun to 
work smarter and they are going to 
work cheaper, I am going to politically 
try to maintain that position, and I 
will be frank. It is to the long-term 
detriment of this Nation when we 
make such decisions because we always 
come back to the same beginning 
point. We have got to do things that 
tighten up our budget. We have got to 
do things that create growth. We are 
going to have to manage our govern-
ment to where it is competitive with 
other nations; otherwise, we do not 
have hope for the future. 

If we are to consider fully this Social 
Security concept, again, we find the 
meandering nature of maybe this is 
1935 and this is 1950, and we go through 
the 1970s, and over here is about 2008 
when we begin to retire, we as baby 
boomers, and at 57, I am the second 
oldest year of baby boomers, and we 
can see then when baby boomers start. 
No more soft costs. No more question. 
We have got 40 million people that are 
baby boomers going into retirement in 
this period of time between now and 

2042. If we are cognizant of that fact, 
we have to take this chart and begin to 
relate it now to those workers that fol-
low us. 

If I am looking at the replacement 
for Social Security, the replacement 
dollars, I must be knowledgeable about 
the population of the country and the 
population, if we start at age zero and 
we go to 100, over here, again, very ap-
proximately, the younger population is 
small and it increases. The baby 
boomers are here, and the retired popu-
lation out here. Again, one of the prob-
lems is it was assumed our retired pop-
ulation would be here, but we are liv-
ing longer, better lives. 

So at about 57, I would be out here, 
moving toward retirement. But see 
here when baby boomers, if these are 
all the baby boomers on that curve 
where the curve is going up on the pre-
vious page, when these baby boomers 
are retired, we have got all of these 
jobs right here and we do not have 
enough people to fill the jobs. 

Social Security is a pay-as-you-go 
plan. I pay for someone who is retired. 
My daughter will pay for me. Hopefully 
she pays for me and she needs to split 
it between my wife and myself. But 
when Social Security started, there 
were 42 workers per retiree, and today 
there are three to one, and by the time 
that my daughter starts retiring, it 
would be two to one. So my daughter 
and her husband are going to have to 
work for either my wife or me, and one 
of us is going to be out in the cold, I 
suspect, and knowing my wife, I sus-
pect I know who will be out there. We 
will wrestle that problem over, but it 
just tells us that we have got a signifi-
cant relationship here. 

Right now we are running at about 5 
percent unemployment. We can say it 
is 6 or we can say it is 4. Again, concep-
tually, we have got to choose a point 
and consider what it means. We have 
got about 5 percent unemployment, but 
when that 5 percent unemployment 
comes knocking at the door, I as an 
employer will tell people that we can-
not, at 5 percent unemployment, find 
someone to fill the jobs because they 
cannot, number one, pass the drug 
screen, or if they can pass the drug 
screen, they will not show up to work 
tomorrow or next week. 

b 2045 

These 5 percent are very difficult to 
hire, frankly. It is not that they do not 
have a desire to work; it is that maybe 
they lack training, maybe they lack 
discipline, maybe they have developed 
habits that make them pretty unpro-
ductive. But the truth is that already, 
right now with the labor population 
the way it looks in America, with all 
baby boomers still working, we are in 
desperate need of workers. 

Now, if we are in desperate need of 
workers, when those 40 million begin to 
retire that we show on the previous 
graph, the Nation will be dying for 
workers, and dying for workers with a 
Social Security plan that is a pay-as- 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00085 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2968 May 4, 2005 
you-go plan is not going to pay. It is 
only going to go. We must deal with 
the shortage of workers. 

So I have good conservative friends 
of mine discussing immigration, telling 
me, you should lock the border down. I 
say, I am sorry, I look at this curve. 
When I talk about immigration, I look 
at this curve because I have self-inter-
ests. I want someone to have a job that 
pays for me. 

Now, if we do not have enough work-
ers, we have two options, and they are 
simply two options. We can say it in 
any way, and we can be mad or we can 
be contentious about it, but we have 
two options if we do not have enough 
workers. Number one, we bring in 
enough workers to fill the jobs, that is 
called immigration; or, number two, if 
we do not bring workers in, we will 
send jobs to where the workers are, be-
cause employers must have employees. 
As we consider now this relationship of 
the population, if we begin to say we do 
not want immigration, that we will 
send the jobs to where the workers are, 
this $11 trillion begins to get smaller, 
this relationship begins to get bigger, 
and we move to stagnation, and we 
move to stagnation for the next, 
through 2042 and beyond. 

We have a relationship that is devel-
oping, and this relationship, once it is 
established, once our economic model 
is set, it is going to be very difficult to 
turn it around. So prudence would sug-
gest that we consider deeply if there is 
a problem: if there is a problem in So-
cial Security, if there is a problem in 
our budget, if foreign countries are 
really beginning to peck away at our 
job base. And we have to deal with 
those. 

Now, there are many things that cre-
ate the economic climate of the coun-
try. These are the economic relation-
ships, but the economic climate must 
be discussed also. 

We hear frequently on the floor of 
this House about the outsourcing of 
jobs. Why would jobs go to another 
country? And generally, the accusation 
is made that it is simply because Re-
publicans want it to happen. I think 
that is thin. I think that it is lacking 
in coherence. The real truth is that 
jobs leave because countries are pro-
viding better climates. I will tell my 
colleagues that when companies can 
pay 12 percent tax versus 36 percent 
that they pay here, over time they will 
migrate. We have other costs. We have 
energy costs. It was said that we were 
simply supporting Big Oil when we 
passed the energy bill. Now, my own 
perception is that right now, natural 
gas is selling for about $7 in the United 
States. It is selling for 70 cents in Afri-
ca, 50 cents in Russia, or just vice 
versa. 

Now, we have been shipping chemical 
jobs over to Africa and Russia because 
chemicals use a lot of natural gas. 
Companies cannot continue making 
chemicals here with natural gas that is 
10 times the cost in other nations. So 
the chemical council came to me in 

January of 2003 and said, at that time 
the price of natural gas was $4.50, and 
they said, we cannot sustain this. 
Please, please, we have to have an en-
ergy policy, get renewables, start open-
ing up plants, whatever we can do, be-
cause we are beginning to ship good 
$100,000-a-year jobs overseas. 

Now, many of our friends on the 
other side of the aisle are concerned 
about the environment, and well they 
should. But they are concerned to the 
point that they will not consider the 
things that need to be done that both 
keep the environment clean and affect 
the cost of energy. If we do not begin 
to come together as both parties and 
represent our common viewpoints at a 
table to find the solutions, we are 
going to wrestle each other to a stand-
still, which we have been doing for 
years, while Africa and the Soviet 
Union are quietly pulling our $100,000- 
a-year jobs away from us. 

Now, it is not by design. Neither 
party, neither Republicans or Demo-
crats, would want those jobs to go 
away; but, sometimes, we are unaware 
of the consequences of our daily ac-
tions. The cost of taxes is one thing 
that will drive jobs away. The cost of 
energy is another thing that will drive 
jobs away. The cost of lawsuits is an-
other factor that will drive jobs away. 

Earlier in this presentation I men-
tioned that we had discussed down-
stairs in this Capitol with about 70 or 
80 foreign CEOs, CEOs from German 
companies, English, French, they 
began to tell us the factors that will 
drive them out of this country. Simply 
stated, they actually had a chart show-
ing just dots on a chart showing the 
factors as they polled their own compa-
nies about, those companies that were 
in the room, which things were the 
highest importance. 

They will tell us that lawsuits, en-
ergy, taxes, and, quite frankly, another 
one was education, many of the work-
ers coming through the doors; as you 
recall on the 5 percent unemployment, 
the workers that show up are not pre-
pared. If we do not begin to deal with 
education so that indeed no child is left 
behind, we can wrestle over the con-
cept all we want, but if we do not cure 
it, these factors, taxes that are not 
competitive, energy that is not com-
petitive, lawsuits that are 100 times 
greater, the chance of lawsuits in this 
Nation, than others nations, and a poor 
education so that the kids going into 
work are not able to do complex tasks. 
Those are the things that will abso-
lutely take away the future of our 
country. 

So my appeal is constantly that we 
as Republicans and we as Democrats, 
we can continue to represent the view-
points that we hold dear, but we must 
begin to work together. I do not care if 
it is quietly in rooms behind closed 
doors to wrestle with those things; but 
we must begin to deal with those ele-
ments that would drive companies out 
of this Nation, because as companies 
leave this Nation, our $11 trillion econ-

omy becomes smaller, our relationship 
between government spending and the 
economy becomes larger, and it moves 
us towards stagnation. 

For myself, I will do everything I can 
to protect the environment, to create 
jobs, to create an environment in this 
country that will offer growth so that 
my children and my grandchildren will 
have the same opportunities that my 
wife and I had: to grow up fairly poor, 
to buy our own business, to pay it off, 
to run for Congress, and from a family 
without much political capital, serve 
in a Nation like this with a democracy 
like this and a Republic like this. For 
me, that is the hope of America, that is 
the hope for future generations, and 
my own perspective is that it is the 
hope for the world. 

f 

30-SOMETHING WORKING GROUP 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ING-

LIS of South Carolina). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
4, 2005, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
RYAN) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this 
is again another edition of the 30-some-
thing Hour where the gentleman from 
Florida and I will take an opportunity 
to talk to the 30-somethings, not only 
of Congress, but of the country, and try 
to articulate the best we can the issues 
that are facing the country today and 
how those issues will affect future gen-
erations. I think being in the 30-some-
thing Group and being young or being a 
student in this country, Leader PELOSI 
has asked us to do our best to reach 
out to young voters across the country 
and not only talk about issues like 
education, budget deficits, the impor-
tance of the Pell grant, the importance 
of No Child Left Behind, but a lot of 
other issues. 

Some previous speakers tonight have 
mentioned a couple of different things 
on economic policy in the United 
States of America and why corpora-
tions, multinational corporations find 
it easy to leave the United States, and 
it is because of the litigation, it is be-
cause of the environment, it is because 
of the overregulation, it is because of 
the high taxes. But if you look closely 
at why businesses are leaving the 
United States of America, you will see 
that they are going to countries that 
have no health care program, they do 
not have any environmental laws, they 
do not have any human rights laws; 
and the previous speaker suggested 
that maybe they go to Africa because 
they have cheaper natural gas costs, or 
go to Russia. 

Russia is a country that is moving 
away from democracy, moving back to 
its Communist roots of the past several 
decades, tightening control of the 
media. Russia is not exactly a great 
place to do business. And the wars that 
are going on in Africa, left and right, 
and the different countries on the con-
tinent, not exactly a good place to do 
business. 

What we ask corporations and multi-
national corporations to do in the 
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United States is to meet your obliga-
tion to the country. Corporate profits 
are the highest they have been in the 
history of the country, and corporate 
taxes are the lowest they have been in 
the history of the country. And if you 
want to talk about education, we have 
a No Child Left Behind program that is 
completely underfunded. It is under-
funded in Ohio by over $1 billion a 
year. Fifty percent of the kids who live 
in Youngstown City School District, in 
my district, live in poverty; and 85 per-
cent of the students that go to Youngs-
town city schools qualify for a free and 
reduced lunch. 

The corporations, the multinational 
corporations have gotten every single 
thing they have wanted from this Con-
gress. Ninety-three percent of the tax 
credits and tax breaks out of the en-
ergy bill go to subsidize oil and gas 
companies. The pharmaceutical compa-
nies get buyouts, billions of dollars 
through the Medicare program with no 
price controls, with no ability to re-
import the drugs, without giving the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices the ability to negotiate down drug 
prices, and you want us to feel sorry 
for the pharmaceutical industries, the 
credit card companies, one of the most 
profitable businesses in the country, 
push through a bankruptcy bill that 
screws consumers to the wall. Fifty 
percent of the people that file bank-
ruptcy file because of medical reasons, 
either their own or someone in their 
family; and you tell me if you have a 
sick child and there is only one way to 
pay for it, you do not pull out the cred-
it card and zip it through. You most 
certainly do. 

The days of defending the multi-
national corporations that have no loy-
alties to this country need to be over. 
But that is consistently what happens 
here, because they raise the money, it 
goes into the coffers, and the majority 
party runs elections and spends a lot of 
money and buys a lot of TV ads. 

Talk about the environment. These 
businesses are moving, like when they 
cross the border into Mexico, the 
maquilladoras that they go to, former 
American companies that move to 
Mexico, now leaving Mexico and going 
to China; the rivers in Mexico are some 
of the most polluted rivers in the 
world. Inhumane. You can tell where 
the people work in Mexico because the 
little shacks that they assemble have 
the name of the corporation that they 
work for. That is where they live. We 
need to start exporting our values in 
this country, not just our jobs. 

b 2100 

And I think that the multinational 
corporations and the big boys who are 
here are able to fly their corporate jets 
into Reagan National Airport and walk 
around the halls of Congress and spread 
around a lot of money have gotten ev-
erything they want. 

And it is the small business people in 
my district who own the mold shops, 
the machine shops, the small little 

shops that are in the supply chain who 
do not have the wherewithal to move 
to China. Who is sticking up for them? 

The number one problem in this 
country is health care. Health care 
costs are going up 10, 15 percent a year. 
45 million people are uninsured, a 
health care system that is disastrous, 
and we haven’t even touched it in this 
Congress. Haven’t even touched it. 

And I think it is a shame that we are 
able to get up here, and some Members 
of this body are able to get up here and 
talk about how the poor corporations 
are not getting a fair break. 85 percent 
of the kids that get free and reduced 
lunch in Youngstown, they are not get-
ting a fair break, and in Cleveland and 
in Akron, and in all other areas of the 
country, in the urban cores people are 
not getting a fair break. 

And until this Congress starts paying 
attention, you want to compete with 
the Chinese, you want to compete with 
the Indians, you better make sure our 
citizens are healthy and educated, and 
make sure that we protect a lot of the 
social safety net that we have in place 
today, including Social Security. 

And until we recognize that it is pro-
grams like Social Security that have 
helped lift people out of poverty, or 
that 5.2 million children live in fami-
lies that receive Social Security, and 
that the Social Security benefits in 
2002 lifted 1 million children under the 
age of 18 out of poverty. And now we 
are talking about getting rid of this 
system. 

Now, we are here to talk about Social 
Security, and the long-term implica-
tions of what the President has pro-
posed. Before we get into it, I wanted 
to make a point that I think is ex-
tremely relevant to the debate on So-
cial Security, and something that I 
hear. And I have had three or four So-
cial Security town hall meetings in my 
district, and have a couple more com-
ing up. I hear from average people who 
just come and sit, and afterwards we 
open it up to question and answers. 

And inevitably at every meeting, we 
will have a couple of people who either, 
from the microphone, or come up to me 
after, say the way to stop, or the way 
to fix Social Security is to create more 
jobs in the United States and have 
more people working at a higher wage 
to pay into the Social Security system. 

Now, I do not know if long term that 
fixes the whole problem. But I think it 
makes a tremendous point. And I have 
spoken here many times at this podium 
about what is going on with the Chi-
nese. And the Chinese at this point are 
cleaning our clocks. And I have small 
business people in my district who are 
literally months away from folding up 
the tent because they are not able to 
compete anymore with the Chinese. 

And so the first point is, we need to 
grow the economy. We need to create 
jobs. We need to increase tax revenues 
so we can balance our budget. And 
what is happening? 2004 we had over a 
$10 billion trade deficit with China, 
just with China alone. The actual trade 

deficit is much higher. But, China is 
flooding our markets with their ex-
ports, and we are having very much 
trouble trying to get our products into 
their markets. 

And what becomes scary, as we begin 
to run these high deficits, not only 
trade deficits, but budget deficits is 
that the money we are borrowing, last 
year close to $450 billion, that was off-
set by a Social Security surplus, 
around $450 billion deficit last year, 41 
percent of the debt is coming from for-
eign-owned countries, or is owned by 
foreign countries, 41 percent. 

So as we continue to run these defi-
cits, we are borrowing money from the 
Japanese, from the Chinese, from all 
kinds of different countries who are 
getting more and more leverage over 
the United States, whether it is on do-
mestic policy or foreign policy, and so 
it becomes very, very important, as we 
talk about Social Security, to make 
sure that we do not put ourselves in a 
position to owe other countries a lot of 
money. 

Now, we are going to go over here 
briefly exactly what President Bush’s 
privatization plan is and what it does 
and why it is dangerous to the Amer-
ican people, and then talk a little bit 
about what the President has said over 
the past week as he began to put some 
meat on the bones of his proposal. 

If we privatize the Social Security 
system, we are going to have to borrow 
a lot of money, $1.4 trillion in bor-
rowing the first 10 years of the Presi-
dent’s plan. So, in addition to the $7.7 
trillion, $7.976 trillion debt that we 
have today, we are going to have go 
out and borrow another $1.4 trillion 
over the next 10 years to meet the de-
mands of a privatized Social Security 
system. 

This massive borrowing will endan-
ger our economy, and, as I already 
stated, increase our indebtedness to 
foreign countries. Why in a time when 
we are competing against the Chinese 
in a way we have never had to face this 
kind of stiff competition, why would 
we want to go out and put ourselves in 
a position of economic weakness and go 
out and have to borrow more money 
from the Chinese in order to fund our 
annual deficits? 

That is bad economic policy. It is bad 
politics. It is bad geopolicy for the 
United States of America, because it 
weakens us when we are trying to deal 
in the international arena, and it 
raises taxes on our kids and on our 
grandkids. 

Now, we just found out last week in 
my family that my brother and his 
lovely wife are going to have a little 
baby boy. Now, this little baby boy, 
when it is born in October, will owe 
$27,000 the minute he is born. Owe 
$27,000 to the government because of 
the debt that we have, the $7.97 trillion 
debt. And then if we tell my brother’s 
little son that we are also going to go 
out, and we are going to borrow an-
other $1.4 trillion, with a T, over the 
next 10 years, then all we are telling 
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that newborn baby is, we are going to 
increase the burden and put it on you. 

See, we are going to borrow it today, 
and we are going to leave it for you to 
fix one day. And that means increased 
taxes for the next generation. And we 
are playing today and borrowing all of 
this money like the bill, like the bills 
never come due. And that is what is ir-
responsible. And that is what we want 
to point out. 

And I think that is one of the main 
reasons why the country in some polls 
even show the President’s approval rat-
ing at 32 percent. That is why the coun-
try is not gravitating towards this pro-
gram no matter how many cities and 
how many States the President wants 
to go to. And I think it becomes evi-
dent. 

Now, here is the chart which is really 
hard to believe. And I think these num-
bers have changed slightly. But, this is 
a ticking clock. This is always moving, 
and it is moving rather quickly. The 
national debt today is 7 trillion, $796 
billion. $7.97 trillion is what the United 
States owes other countries. 

So if you are born today, you owe 
$26,349 the minute you are born. If you 
are sitting at home on the couch 
watching C–SPAN or Everyone Loves 
Raymond or some other show, you owe 
$26,349 to the Government. 

And so add this up to a baby who is 
born today, factor it out 18 years from 
now. If we continue running at the clip 
we are running at $500 billion deficits 
every year, what is this little baby 
going to owe when he or she is 18 or 22? 
And then you add on top of that a fam-
ily who has to not only pay this back, 
but also borrow money to go to college, 
and tuition rates in Ohio, and I know 
in Florida, have doubled over the past 
several years, over the past 5 years for 
sure. 

If we continue going at that clip, 
what is that little child going to owe 
when they are 22 and they graduate 
college? They are going to owe this, 
multiple that out 18 years. They are 
going to owe the money they borrow 
for college, multiply that out with 
what the cost of living is going to be 18 
years from now. What are we doing to 
our kids? And that is what this whole 
debate is about. 

This debate is about a program that 
has been successful, and it is about a 
program that we need to maintain, and 
we need to project out into the future 
and make sure that we guarantee the 
benefits of the recipients of the pro-
gram. 

Now, the President last week did a 
press conference and did several events, 
my good friend, the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MEEK). Also I see my good 
friend, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) is here as well, and the 
President put a little meat on the 
bones last week. He took this plan that 
was a skeleton, and last week he put 
some meat on the bones. And we had 
based most of our comments up to this 
point, not only in the Democratic and 
Republican caucus, but in the 30-some-

thing Working Group, we have made 
sure that we talked about what the 
President’s blueprint was. 

But, last week, the President con-
firmed for us exactly what we had 
talked about, that a privatized Social 
Security plan would mean benefit cuts 
for middle class Americans. And so the 
President, by outlining his plan last 
week gave us some figures. And we did 
some math. 

He gave us his projections, and we 
did the math. If the President gets his 
way, someone earning $37,000 would 
have a 28 percent benefit cut. That 
means they would lose one-quarter of 
their Social Security. One-quarter. And 
you are not making a lot, you are only 
making $37,000. 

Someone earning $45,000 would have a 
42 percent benefit cut. 58,000, you would 
get a 42 percent benefit cut. And, fi-
nally, someone earning $90,000 would 
have a 49 percent benefit cut. So you 
made $90,000, you would lose half. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio. Thank you for join-
ing us. I would like to make perfectly 
clear here that you are not in the 30- 
something group age range. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. What this discus-
sion needs is some maturity. I was just 
sitting here listening to you, and what 
you say is absolutely true. But I just 
will point out that under the Presi-
dent’s plan, if you make more than 
$20,000 a year, you can expect a signifi-
cant reduction in your benefits. Think 
of that. 

Now, they can call these people high-
er income if they want to, but today 
$20,000 is not a huge salary. So the sta-
tistics you gave for the $37,000 income 
and the $58,000 income and the $90,000 
income brackets were accurate, but 
you can make as little as $21,000 and 
you are going to experience a signifi-
cant reduction in benefits under the 
President’s plan. 

b 2115 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back to my 
young friend from Ohio. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
STRICKLAND) gracing us with his pres-
ence and his maturity and his distin-
guished nature. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. MEEK) who is also 
mature, distinguished, and of very good 
nature. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. The gentleman 
used that distinguished thing quite 
loosely. 

‘‘Everyone Loves Ryan,’’ is that your 
favorite show? I just want to ask. The 
gentleman used it as an example. Does 
the gentleman watch it? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I do. Does the 
gentleman watch it? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I watch it 
every now and then. I am too busy 
reading legislation and trying to do the 
things that I need to do. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. What is the gen-
tleman’s favorite show? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. ESPN. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. SportsCenter. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. I like to watch 

the ‘‘Home Shopping Network.’’ I like 
watching things my kids watch. I like 
Sponge Bob, and I like quite a few 
other funny movies. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Does the gen-
tleman watch any of the old shows, the 
‘‘Archie Bunker’’ reruns and ‘‘Cheers’’? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I watch ‘‘Ar-
chie Bunker.’’ 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. ‘‘Three’s Com-
pany.’’ 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I am a night 
owl so I stay up late so I see a lot of 
shows in syndication. It is good stuff. I 
like ‘‘VH–1 Soul.’’ 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Does the gen-
tleman ever watch ‘‘Married With Chil-
dren’’? It has some very funny reruns. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. That is a very 
funny show. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Ed O’Neill who 
plays Al Bundy is from Youngstown, 
Ohio. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Get out of 
here. He is from Youngstown? Is there 
a road named in Youngstown after 
him? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. No, we should do 
that. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. That would be 
nice. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I will work on 
that right after we get this Social Se-
curity thing going. We will have Ed 
O’Neill Boulevard in Youngstown. We 
will do it. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Why not. He is 
probably in the fight to protect Social 
Security. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. He is definitely in 
the fight to protect Social Security. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. A lot of hard- 
working Al Bundy-like guys that are 
out there. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. If Al Bundy is not 
against privatization, who would be? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. What a great 
American. 

As the gentleman knows, we like to 
put a little humor into this. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We think it is 
funny anyway. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. We think it is 
funny, maybe some others may think 
it is funny. They say if you do not like 
what you are doing and you cannot 
talk with a little humor now and then, 
you will worry about things you do not 
need to worry about 24 hours a day. 

I can say it was great hearing the 
gentleman talk about the deficit, hear-
ing the gentleman talk about the So-
cial Security privatization plan or 
blueprint or philosophy that the Presi-
dent says he has. But I can tell you 
this, that I am very concerned. We 
know in the past whenever we have ap-
proached a national program that is a 
part of the fiber of our country, that 
the administration and the majority 
side, there is always a smokescreen 
there. 

The numbers are not exactly what 
they say they are. So since the Presi-
dent last Thursday night talked a little 
bit about his blueprint and his philos-
ophy, I do not know if I can take that 
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for being the accurate plan that the 
Social Security, that the President has 
for his Social Security plan. And I 
know there are some people on the Hill 
that are running around sharing some 
of those numbers and saying how we 
are going to save Social Security. And 
I can tell you there is more to saving 
Social Security than privatization. 
And private accounts and privatization 
of Social Security is the backbone of 
the President’s philosophy or plan. 

I just want to remind the Members 
and I also want to remind Americans 
that if they can just remember, and I 
said this last week and I said it a week 
before last and I will say it again this 
week because I think it is just that im-
portant, we have started talking about 
the deficit, the highest deficit in the 
history of the Republic. 

Never before in the history of this 
country have we had a deficit as high 
as it is now. Never before have we been 
indebted to foreign nations, because 
they are buying our debt more than at 
any other time in the history of our 
country. 

Being a Member of the 109th Con-
gress, I always tell my constituents it 
is an honor serving them here in Wash-
ington, D.C. And the reason why it is 
an honor is because I have the ability 
to come to this floor because the 
Democratic leader designated this hour 
for the 30-something Working Group 
and other Members that wish to come 
to the floor to share with Members of 
this Congress and the American people 
the importance of focus and paying at-
tention and making sure that they 
hold us accountable for what we do. 

Now, this whole privatization issue, I 
can state that I am very concerned. 
And what I have read in the paper and 
what I am seeing of polling numbers, 
Americans are concerned. There is no 
place in this Social Security, some 
may call it reform, some may call it 
saving, some may say that it is a cri-
sis. And I am glad that American peo-
ple, they know and also Members of 
this House know the truth that Social 
Security is not in a crisis. 

A crisis is if Social Security were 
going to dissolve or not be able to pro-
vide 100 percent benefits in the next 5 
years. A crisis would be even if it was 
10 years from now. A crisis would be 
even if it is 15 years from now. When 
we are talking about 50 or 47 years 
from now that the President’s Social 
Security plan will not be able to pro-
vide the benefits that Americans de-
serve and they paid into Social Secu-
rity, that is not a crisis. 

Now, there will be some discussion, I 
believe in the 109th Congress, on Social 
Security. I think it is important that 
we talk about fact, not fiction. If folks 
want to see fiction, there are a number 
of cable stations that they can go to or 
Members can go to. 

We just finished talking about what 
we do in our leisure time when we are 
ready to be entertained, but not here in 
the U.S. Congress. We are not here for 
entertainment purposes. We are here to 

handle the business of the country to 
make sure that the Republic is strong 
and to make sure that the American 
people get their taxpayer dollars’ 
worth of representation. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. When the gen-
tleman is talking about a program like 
Social Security, when we are talking 
about the most productive program, 
the most efficient program that the 
government runs and a proposal comes 
along in which the President has the 
wherewithal to defend it, the Congress 
has the ability because of the party 
structure to pass it, then you can be 
sure there is going to be a big fight. 
And you know what, the Founding Fa-
thers would want a big fight about this. 

You fight about big things. You fight 
about big ideas. And I do not think 
there is anything wrong, and I think 
we have a constitutional responsibility 
to have a big fight. 

Article 1, section 1, the people gov-
ern, the Congress has a say. And the 
rules of this House and especially the 
rules of the Senate protect the views of 
the minority. So we have an obligation 
to stand up here at 9:23 at night and 
try to do our part in communicating 
our message. And we respect the Presi-
dent, respect the office, respect the 
other side of the aisle. I have many 
friends over there. Good friends. But 
we are allowed to disagree on major 
issues. And I hope we can get back to 
what happened in 1983. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Let us talk 
about what we disagree on. We disagree 
on the privatization of Social Security. 
There is nothing wrong with that. 

We disagree, Democrats, in our lead-
ership, all the way down to the fresh-
men Member that just got here a cou-
ple of months ago. We disagree on in-
creasing the deficit. We disagree on 
that. We disagree with the majority 
side. Democrats, we disagree with the 
majority side in this House on foreign 
nations acquiring more of our debt. We 
disagree on that. 

We disagree on Americans losing ben-
efits under the flag of reforming Social 
Security. We disagree on that. 

People ask constantly, what is the 
difference between Democrats and Re-
publicans? I am not one to generalize. 
And we said last week and I will say 
again this week, I commend my brave 
Members on the other side of the aisle, 
some Republicans, that are saying that 
I am not with you, Mr. President. I am 
not with you, majority side, on this 
whole philosophy of privatization of 
Social Security, and I commend them 
for that. I am glad that some Members 
went to go see the Wizard and picked 
up some courage and said that I am not 
going to do it. 

That is leadership. Leadership is say-
ing not just because we can do it, we 
should. You do not do things just be-
cause you can. There are things that I 
can do, but I use restraint because it is 
the right thing to do on behalf of the 
greater good. 

So I think it is important that people 
understand there are 48 million Ameri-

cans that are receiving Social Secu-
rity; 33 million of them are retirees. 
And there are a number of people in 
this debate, that is the reason why last 
week and the week before that and the 
week before that and the week before 
that that we continue to come to the 
floor to talk about Social Security. 

Someone that is 17 right now, this is 
their issue. Someone that is 12 that is 
receiving survivor benefits because 
their parents have passed on or father 
or mother has passed on, this is their 
issue. Unfortunately, they cannot vote 
because if they could it would be an-
other person in the fight that would be 
able to let this Congress know what 
they agree with and what they disagree 
with. 

For the individual that is down in my 
State of Florida that is retired, this is 
their issue because I go back to the 
Medicare prescription drug debate. 
There was a lot of discussion, there was 
a lot of politics going on, I must say, a 
lot of discussion about prescription 
drugs. And from Florida let me say 
that that is a big issue. 

I can say this also, that we came to 
this floor given information from the 
majority side and from the administra-
tion on the true costs of what they 
may call prescription drugs and not al-
lowing us to have negotiating power 
with the pharmaceutical companies to 
be able to bring prices down for pre-
scription drugs. 

Could the gentleman do that again? 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That was off cam-

era. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. The gentleman 

was listening. I like that. 
I think it is important that people 

understand that what is being said 
loosely at this particular time you can-
not take to the bank as truth. Case in 
point: during the prescription drug de-
bate we were told, all of us, every 
Member of Congress was told that it 
would be a $350 billion program. And 
then we moved down the line, and slow-
ly it moved up to $400 billion. And then 
after the debate, after we passed the 
plan, we find out someone made the 
wrong calculation. The gentleman 
talked about math earlier. They goofed 
up. It is $530 billion. 

This is real money. And then 3 
months ago we find out that it is going 
to be $724 billion. What is the true 
number? Is $5 trillion the true number 
of the President’s privatization plan, 
the majority side’s privatization plan? 
Or is it $9 trillion, $10 trillion, $12 tril-
lion? 

You want to talk about saying that 
we are going to do things on a credit 
card, we are doing it in the worst way. 
I want to make sure Americans and 
Members of this House understand that 
we are not surplus spending here. This 
is deficit spending in the worst way. 

I am on the Select Committee on 
Homeland Security, the Committee on 
Armed Services. We share in that com-
mittee; we will have a committee 
markup. We start working on bringing 
a bill to the floor for the defense of this 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 05:07 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00089 Fmt 0636 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H04MY5.REC H04MY5m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

70
 w

ith
 C

O
N

G
-R

E
C

-O
N

LI
N

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2972 May 4, 2005 
country to support our men and women 
in uniform that are abroad fighting for 
those that this Congress has given 
them the ability to do. We are saying 
that we are fighting on behalf of de-
fense and making our country strong, 
economically strong. Meanwhile, we 
are spending on a credit card in the 
worst way and then finding new ways 
to be able to put more on that credit 
card. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. I think that is a 
great point. We are putting everything 
on the credit card right now. And in 
the President’s proposal, how does tak-
ing money out of Social Security and 
putting it into the market fix the So-
cial Security system and make it more 
solvent than it is? As we said many 
times here, the magic number is $5 tril-
lion over the next 20 years. 

b 2130 

Five trillion dollars will have to be 
borrowed by the United States over the 
next 20 years. How does that make our 
country stronger, if we are out bor-
rowing? 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
we are saying $5 trillion, but do we 
know if that is the real number? 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. That may not be 
the real number. The gentleman is ex-
actly right. That may not be the real 
number, and why is the President more 
worried about a deficit in 2041 of maybe 
$300 billion, which the Social Security 
trust fund will be running at a deficit, 
instead of a $600 billion deficit today? I 
do not understand why he and this ad-
ministration is so overly concerned 
with kind of the long-range deficit that 
can be fixed with tinkering with this 
program instead of worrying about 
what is happening every single day, as 
the heart and soul gets stolen out of 
the United States economy, with the 
loss of manufacturing, the loss of busi-
ness, the jobs placement, the jobs that 
are leaving, are $10- to $12,000 less with-
out health care benefits. 

Counties and cities are going bank-
rupt all over the country. They cannot 
afford to put on police and fire levies. 
I think two-thirds of the school prop-
erty tax levies for schools in Ohio the 
last election cycle failed. I mean, this 
is eroding the heart and soul of the 
country day by day by day. This slow 
drip keeps happening, and it seems like 
instead of worrying about 2041 when we 
are to plug a little leak, we need to ad-
dress the geyser that is happening 
right before us. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I would be con-
cerned if we were by ourselves in the 
objection to privatization to the Presi-
dent’s philosophy and some Members of 
the majority side. I would be very con-
cerned, but I am not as concerned as I 
would be if we were wrong. 

There is times, folks say, well, you 
know, you have got to take it on the 
chin for the team. Let me tell you 
something. Social Security is no time 
to take it on the chin for the team be-
cause we have real people who are 
being affected by this, and I am glad 

the American Baptist Churches U.S.A. 
is on our side saying no to privatiza-
tion, on the side of the Members that 
are willing to watch out for the Amer-
ican people that are counting on Social 
Security. 

When I started to talk about the fact 
that there is a 17-year old and 12-year 
old and someone that is 65 or 70 or 50 or 
45 or 42 or 38, this is their issue, and 
the reason why it is their issue is that 
we as Americans believe in making 
sure that when we give our word that 
we keep it. There is nothing wrong 
with that. There is nothing wrong with 
keeping your word. There is nothing 
wrong with saying that this is wrong 
and we want to continue to head in the 
right direction. 

I am glad that we are not by our-
selves, and I am glad that the Alliance 
for Retired Americans are out there 
doing the things that they are doing 
and having town hall meetings. I am 
glad that we have Members on the 
Committee on Ways and Means that 
are willing to go to the end on behalf of 
Social Security and making sure that 
Americans get what they paid into. 

This is not something that someone 
just kind of walked around and said, 
well, you know, I am not going to 
work, I am not going to do anything, 
but I look forward to collecting Social 
Security. These are people that work 
every day. These are individuals that 
are looking forward to Social Security 
being there for security when they 
need it. It is not a pension plan. This is 
not something that someone works for 
123 Construction Company for 30 years 
and at the end hopefully the pension 
fund will be there for them and they 
will be able to retire on that, because 
even now, more than ever, we are see-
ing companies that are not holding up 
their end of the deal for their workers 
and their retirees. That is what Social 
Security is there for; you will not be 
left alone. 

Social Security has the back of so 
many Americans, Democrat, Repub-
lican, Independent, Green Party, you 
name it, no party. It is there for you, 
and we want to make sure that individ-
uals who are looking to prosper on the 
back of American workers are not able 
to do that. 

Let me tell you what’s a guaranteed 
deal, $955 billion in Wall Street, that is 
guaranteed. The folks that are running 
around here talking about privatiza-
tion, that are not Members of the Con-
gress, are individuals that are looking 
to prosper when we get those public 
dollars on Wall Street. 

I want to mention something else be-
cause I hear some folks running around 
here talking about, well, there are 
Members of Congress who do not want 
you to have what they have. Well, this 
is interesting. 

We have health care. I want my con-
stituents to have health care. I want 
Americans to have health care. We 
have 25 million Americans working 
without health care, 46 million families 
without health care because those 

workers do not have health care. We 
have a health care crisis. This is a cri-
sis. Someone wants to talk about cri-
sis, that is a crisis. Social Security not 
being what we want it to be in 50 years 
is not necessarily a crisis, and I think 
it is important that Members and the 
American people understand that we 
have to deal with these issues in the 
order that they come in. 

We have Americans right now that do 
not have health care. I was just at a 
meeting. This is the Uninsured Ameri-
cans Awareness Week throughout the 
Nation. This is a nonprofit group that 
is trying to come up with a bipartisan 
way to deal with the uninsured. It is a 
crisis, and I am glad that they are out 
there in the fight. I am glad that they 
are making sure that people under-
stand. 

Going back to what I was saying, the 
issue about what Members of Congress 
have that Americans do not have, you 
hear Members of the majority side, you 
hear the President say, well, the Mem-
bers of Congress and Federal employees 
have a thrift savings plan. Yes, we do. 
We have a thrift savings plan. A num-
ber of corporations that are out there 
and a number of businesses that are 
out there offer their employees some 
level of a pension plan or a thrift sav-
ings plan, but guess what? We also 
have Social Security. We have Social 
Security. Even Members of Congress 
have Social Security, but what is being 
offered now is is we want to privatize 
your accounts. It is not Social Security 
under privatization. It is Social Secu-
rity under the way we see it now. So 
when folks start talking about, well, 
we want to give you what Members of 
Congress have, guess what? We have 
the backdrop of Social Security, and 
we want to make sure that every 
American has Social Security and they 
can count on it. 

We are where we are right now be-
cause there are good people that are 
out there not only in the organized 
labor community, but there are people 
out there in the pulpits that have 
members of their congregation or syna-
gogue or what have you that are under 
the poverty line if it was not for Social 
Security. So when we start talking 
about privatization, I want to make 
sure that the Members understand, pri-
vatization means that we are going to 
gamble on your security, your security 
in your retirement. 

It has been already stated by the ad-
ministration that benefits will be cut 
in the light of saving Social Security 
because they say, on the majority side, 
that it is in a crisis, which it is not. 
This is not fiction; it is fact. I know 
that the American people are aware of 
it. 

I want to thank my friends over at 
the Campaign for American’s Future. I 
want to thank the Center on Budget 
and Policy Priorities for the work that 
they do and sharing this work with 
Americans, young and old. I want to 
thank Rock the Vote that has been out 
there, and their representatives come 
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to the Hill to speak before committees, 
to share their concern for the privat-
ization of Social Security. They are 
flatly against the privatization of So-
cial Security. 

People ask, well, why is the Children 
Defense Fund involved in this battle of 
no privatization of Social Security? 
They are involved because they know 
that young people that are already 
having a hard way to go right now in 
this country as we speak, and I mean 
throughout this country, not just in 
my district but in districts throughout 
this country, congressional districts in 
the States and in neighborhoods and in 
communities, they are having a hard 
enough time. The last thing we need to 
do since we are watching out for the fu-
ture Americans when they grow up and 
become the leaders in this country, and 
the workers in this country, is to hand 
them a $26,000 share of the deficit be-
cause we are watching out for them, to 
take $5 trillion and say that we are 
working on your behalf to make sure 
that you are secured in the future or 
we are going to increase the deficit by 
$5 trillion. 

That is the number we are using 
today because, as I mentioned, the pre-
scription drug plan that passed this 
House in the 108th Congress and the 
other body and was signed by the 
President, we were told it would be $350 
billion to later find out it will be $727 
billion. This is real money. This is 
something that we are passing on to fu-
ture generations, and if we are going to 
watch out for future generations, we 
have to make sure that we are doing 
the right thing when we are in control. 

I just want to say that I feel good 
about the fact that the 30 Something 
Working Group, as we come together 
when we are not on the floor, that this 
is the number one issue. Yes, there are 
other issues, but Social Security is the 
number one issue facing Americans 
right now. The privatization of Social 
Security is something that we have to 
continue to fight on their behalf, those 
individuals, those 4 million Americans 
that are now in the Social Security 
program, those Americans that receive 
$955 a month on average, those 33 mil-
lion Americans that are retired and 
those young people that are on sur-
vivor benefits, their parents have 
passed on or a parent has passed on 
who was taking care of them, brought 
them up. They are now receiving their 
survivor benefits. It is up to us and it 
is up to brave Members in this House 
to fight for them to make sure that we 
cannot say, oh, we had a bad week on 
Wall Street so, guess what, we have to 
cut some of their benefits. We have to 
fight for them. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, that 
is a great segue into a couple of the e- 
mails that we received last week that I 
think put a human face on what you 
were just speaking about. 

We got one from Denise Harmon who 
was from Evanston, Wyoming. She 
says: ‘‘Hello, I’m 40, so I’m one year 
over the age group you are looking at.’’ 

But, again, we are here talking about a 
lot of other issues and not just the peo-
ple who are in their 30s. 

‘‘I have some IRA’s, a mutual fund, a 
retirement plan with stocks, bonds, 
and annuities started through my pre-
vious employment, a 401(k) type plan 
with my employer, and a pension as a 
State employee in Wyoming.’’ 

Denise goes on to say, ‘‘I am very un-
comfortable with the idea of using pri-
vate accounts for Social Security. My 
mutual fund lost half of its value and 
at the rate it is earning, will take an-
other 5 to 8 years to get to the rate of 
my deposit.’’ 

So, just as you said, she lost sounds 
like thousands of dollars here and it is 
going to take another 5 to 8 years to 
get to the rate of her deposit. So, if she 
was planning on retiring in say 2002 
and her 401(k) or mutual fund was cut 
in half, then she would not be able to 
retire if that was Social Security. 

It sounds like she has some other 
things going on here, but what we are 
saying with the privatization is that 
your Social Security would be your 
mutual fund and it would be subject to 
the whims of the market. It would no 
longer be a guaranteed benefit, and 
when the gentleman from New York 
was here, he explained it great. Here is 
the stock market up and down, up and 
down, up and down, but here is the So-
cial Security program, slowly growing, 
slowly paying out benefits to meet 
with the wage index so you maintain 
your buying power, and this is exactly 
what Denise is talking about. 

She goes on to say: ‘‘Everyone else I 
know, from my retired father to my 
peers to my kids who have mutual 
funds in their names for college funds 
have been burned by the private finan-
cial sector.’’ 

And this is something that really 
hits home: ‘‘My grandfather lost his 
railroad pension in the 1970s (he 
worked for Rock Island Lines) when 
Rock Island went out of business. He 
relied on Social Security and Medicare. 
He required nursing home care due to 
dementia and died with nothing, in 
fact, he probably cost the government 
because the company he gave his life to 
defaulted on him. 

‘‘Social Security is meant to be the 
no-risk retirement backup system. You 
shouldn’t allow people to gamble with 
that money.’’ 

b 2145 

And do not forget to remind Ameri-
cans that Social Security also pays for 
the disabled and for children whose 
parents die early. 

I want to thank Denise for writing in. 
That was great. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. I wanted to 
mention a few other things I did not 
mention earlier. This whole $26,300 and 
change of the deficit that we are talk-
ing about. 

Mr. RYAN, if you can put that board 
back up, because I think that is very, 

very important. Thank you, Mr. RYAN, 
I appreciate that. This $26,349 and 
change is something that we need to 
pay very close attention to. 

We did some math, and this is good 
math. The average American that 
graduates, be it with a postgraduate 
degree or a 4-year degree or what have 
you, has on average a $20,000 debt of ei-
ther student loans, because of the lack 
of Pell grant dollars or what have you. 
You can buy a new car with $26,000. 
You can put a downpayment on a home 
with $26,000 and still have some left 
over. You could buy groceries for five 
families for a year with $26,000. That is 
a lot of money. You could start a small 
business with your new education with 
$26,000. 

Was this deficit delivered by the mi-
nority side? No. This deficit was deliv-
ered by the majority side. And I think 
it is important that Americans under-
stand that. So if folks want to know 
what we stand for on this side of the 
aisle, I think we have made the point 
clear. I think Americans understand 
and the Members of this House under-
stand that if we are going to approach 
the Social Security issue, that it has to 
be bipartisan, like in 1983 with Tip 
O’Neill and Ronald Reagan. That bipar-
tisan bill passed this House and that is 
the reason why Social Security is sol-
vent for the next 50 years. 

Mr. RYAN, it was a pleasure being 
here with you once again. I look for-
ward to the future and getting back to 
talking about this issue and, hopefully, 
taking some action. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It has been a 
beautiful experience; I enjoyed it thor-
oughly. I want to give everyone at 
home some e-mails. 

We also received another e-mail from 
a Karan Szatko from Overland Park, 
Kansas, and she wanted to thank us for 
talking about and to our generation 
and the issues that really matter. She 
is hoping to get more involved in gov-
ernment and getting her voice heard 
and doing what she can to help this 
great Nation we all love. 

So, hopefully, these 30-somethings, it 
sounds like they are having some effect 
on some, and I just want to give every-
one the e-mail. You can e-mail us 
through Leader PELOSI’s office: 
30somethingdems@mail.house.gov or 
you can get on our Web site at 
Democraticleader.house.gov/ 
30something. 

So send us an e-mail, drop us a line if 
you have any stories that you can re-
late to us that we may be able to share 
here on how this may affect your fam-
ily. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. RYAN, I 
have another Web site real quickly, be-
cause we like to verify, verify, verify 
where people can go on and Members 
can go on. If you want to learn more 
about what the President’s plan does to 
the middle class, you can go on 
www.cbpp.org. That is the Center For 
Budget and Policy Priorities. That is 
cbpp.org. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania). The 
Chair would remind Members to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of a family emergency. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GUTIERREZ, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. LANGEVIN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. CARDOZA, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. COOPER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. SCOTT of Georgia, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. FORD, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CASE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, 

for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. TANNER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. STUPAK, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. MCHENRY) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:) 

Mr. FEENEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. KING of Iowa, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. FLAKE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, May 

11. 
Mr. POE, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at his own 

request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Mr. BERRY, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Thursday, May 5, 2005, at 10 
a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1811. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Benoxacor; Partial Grant 
and Partial Denial of Petition, and Amend-
ment of Tolerance to Include S-Metolachlor 
[OPP-2005-0080; FRL-7709-2] received April 19, 
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

1812. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Propiconazole; Re-Estab-
lishment of Tolerance for Emergency [OPP- 
2005-0092; FRL-7709-3] received April 19, 2005, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

1813. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Spiromesifen; Pesticide Tol-
erance [OPP-2005-0046; FRL-7705-1] received 
April 19, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

1814. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Tetraconazole; Time-Lim-
ited Pesticide Tolerance [OPP-2004-0388; 
FRL-7702-4] received April 19, 2005, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

1815. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, FDA, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Med-
ical Devices; Clinical Chemistry and Clinical 
Toxicology Devices; Instrumental for Clin-
ical Multiplex Test Systems [Docket No. 
2005N-0071] received April 1, 2005, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1816. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, FDA, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Med-
ical Devices; Clinical Chemistry and Clinical 
Toxicology Devices; Drug Metabolizing En-
zyme Genotyping System [Docket No. 2005N- 
0067] received April 1, 2005, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

1817. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Mgmt. Staff, FDA, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Food 
Additives Permitted in Feed and Drinking 
Water of Animals; Poly (2-vinylpyridine-co- 
styrene); Salts of Volatile Fatty Acids — re-
ceived April 1, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1818. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Agreed Or-
ders in the Beaumont/Port Arthur Ozone 
Nonattainment Area [R06-OAR-2005-TX-0019; 
FRL-7898-7] received April 12, 2005, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1819. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Naitonal Emission Stand-
ards for Hazardous Air Pollutants for Source 
Categories: Generic Maximum Achievable 
Control Technology Standards; and National 
Emission Standards for Ethylene Manufac-

turing Process Units: Heat Exchange Sys-
tems and Waste Operations [OAR-2004-0411; 
AD-FRL-7899-1] (RIN: 2060-AK80) received 
April 12, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1820. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Outer Continental Shelf Air 
Regulations Consistency Update for Cali-
fornia [OAR-2004-0091; FRL-7896-2] received 
April 12, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1821. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Protection of Stratospheric 
Ozone: Substitute Refrigerant Recycling; 
Amendment to the the Definition of Refrig-
erant [FRL-7899-3] (RIN: 2060-AM51) received 
April 12, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1822. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas: 15% Rate- 
of-Progress Plan and Motor Vehicle Emis-
sions Budgets, Dallas/Fort Worth Ozone Non-
attainment Area [TX-80-1-7353; FRL-7897-7] 
received April 12, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

1823. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans Georgia: Approval 
of Revisions to the Georgia State Implemen-
tation Plan [R04-OAR-2004-GA-0002-200504(a); 
FRL-7898-5] received April 12, 2005, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1824. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; New 
Mexico; Albuquerque/Bernalillo County [R06- 
OAR-2005-NM-0001; FRL-7897-6] received April 
12, 2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1825. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Texas; Memo-
randum of Agreement Between Texas Coun-
cil on Environmental Quality and the North 
Central Texas Council of Governments Pro-
viding Emissions Offsets to Dallas Fort 
Worth International Airport [R06-OAR-2004- 
TX-0002; FRL-7902-8] received April 19, 2005, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

1826. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Associate Administrator, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Revisions to the Territory 
of Guam State Implementation Plan, Update 
to Materials Incorporated by Reference 
[GU122-NBK; FRL-7888-4] received April 19, 
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1827. A letter from the Legal Advisor to the 
Bureau Chief, Media Bureau, Federal Com-
munications Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s final rule — Amendment of 
Section 73.202(b), FM Table of Allotments, 
FM Broadcast Stations. (Durant, Oklahoma 
and Tom Bean, Texas) [MB Docket No. 04- 
104; RM-11095] received March 18, 2005, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

1828. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory 
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Commission, transmitting the Commission’s 
final rule — Medical Use of Byproduct Mate-
rial — Recognition of Specialty Boards (RIN: 
3150-AH19) received March 28, 2005, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

1829. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1830. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1831. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1832. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1833. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1834. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1835. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1836. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1837. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1838. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1839. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1840. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1841. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1842. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

1843. A letter from the Chief, Reg. Develop-
ment, Office of Regulations Policy & Mgt., 
Department of Veterans Affairs, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Exclu-
sions from Income and Net Worth Computa-
tions (RIN: 2900-AM14) received March 28, 
2005, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

1844. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices, Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices, transmitting the Department’s final 

rule — Medicare and Medicaid Programs; 
Fire Safety Requirements for Certain Health 
Care Facilities; Amendment [CMS-3145-IFC] 
(RIN: 0938-AN36) received March 28, 2005, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the 
Committees on Ways and Means and Energy 
and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 258. Resolution waiving points of 
order against the conference report to ac-
company the bill (H.R. 1268) making Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations for De-
fense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsu-
nami Relief, for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2005, and for other purposes (Rept. 
109–73). Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia (for 
himself and Mr. HUNTER): 

H.R. 2066. A bill to amend title 40, United 
States Code, to establish a Federal Acquisi-
tion Service, to replace the General Supply 
Fund and the Information Technology Fund 
with an Acquisition Services Fund, and for 
other purposes,; to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform. 

By Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia (for 
himself and Mr. HUNTER): 

H.R. 2067. A bill to provide for an improved 
acquisition system; to the Committee on 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Armed Services, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Mr. 
BERRY, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. HAYES, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. 
ETHERIDGE, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. GUT-
KNECHT, Mr. ROSS, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. 
SNYDER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. ORTIZ, 
Mr. LATHAM, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. CONAWAY, 
Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Minnesota, Mr. PENCE, 
Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. GRAVES, Mr. 
THORNBERRY, Mr. OXLEY, Mr. 
WELLER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. WEST-
MORELAND, Ms. FOXX, and Mr. KLINE): 

H.R. 2068. A bill to amend the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946 to establish a vol-
untary program for country of origin label-
ing of meat, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CANNON (for himself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. MATHESON): 

H.R. 2069. A bill to authorize the exchange 
of certain land in Grand and Uintah Coun-
ties, Utah, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. KUCINICH (for himself, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. FRANK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. SOLIS, 
Mr. FILNER, Ms. CARSON, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. LANTOS, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. MCKINNEY, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Mr. OWENS, Mr. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. FARR, Mr. 

HINCHEY, Mr. EVANS, Mr. NADLER, 
Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. 
VISCLOSKY, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. 
STUPAK): 

H.R. 2070. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a windfall profit 
tax on oil and natural gas (and products 
thereof) and to allow an income tax credit 
for purchases of fuel-efficient passenger vehi-
cles, and to allow grants for mass transit; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. DINGELL (for himself, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. HOLT, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. REYES, 
Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. LAN-
TOS, Mr. NADLER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. BERRY, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
OWENS, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. HASTINGS 
of Florida, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mrs. 
MALONEY, Mr. BACA, Ms. KILPATRICK 
of Michigan, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
SERRANO, Ms. HERSETH, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. ANDREWS, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
STUPAK, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. PASCRELL, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. STRICKLAND, Ms. BERK-
LEY, Mrs. DAVIS of California, Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mrs. 
CAPPS, Mr. CARNAHAN, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 
ROSS, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. 
SALAZAR, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Mr. KIND, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. HOYER, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. SCHWARTZ of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, 
Mr. EMANUEL, Ms. CARSON, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. STARK, and Mr. 
MOORE of Kansas): 

H.R. 2071. A bill to amend titles XIX and 
XXI of the Social Security Act to provide for 
FamilyCare coverage for parents of enrolled 
children, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. STARK (for himself, Mr. BROWN 
of Ohio, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. DINGELL, 
Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER of California, Mr. PALLONE, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BACA, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. 
BERRY, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Flor-
ida, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARNAHAN, 
Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CARDIN, Ms. CARSON, 
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
CROWLEY, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS of California, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
EMANUEL, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. EVANS, Mr. 
FARR, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. GORDON, 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
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GUTIERREZ, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, 
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Ms. NORTON, Mr. HOLT, Mr. 
HONDA, Mr. HOYER, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
JACKSON of Illinois, Ms. JACKSON-LEE 
of Texas, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. KILPATRICK 
of Michigan, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. LARSON 
of Connecticut, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MALONEY, 
Ms. MATSUI, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Mr. MICHAUD, Ms. MILLENDER- 
MCDONALD, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
ORTIZ, Mr. OWENS, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
PASTOR, Mr. REYES, Mr. ROSS, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. 
RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 
of California, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. 
STRICKLAND, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WEXLER, 
Mr. JEFFERSON, and Mr. SANDERS): 

H.R. 2072. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act and the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974 to pro-
vide access to Medicare benefits for individ-
uals ages 55 to 65, to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a refundable and 
advanceable credit against income tax for 
payment of such premiums, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce, and Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BARROW (for himself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. WAXMAN, Ms. 
PELOSI, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. ACKERMAN, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. BACA, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BOUCHER, Ms. 
CORRINE BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CARNAHAN, Ms. 
CARSON, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. 
ENGEL, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
FORD, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. AL GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASTINGS of Flor-
ida, Ms. HERSETH, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. HOLT, Mr. HONDA, Mr. HOYER, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. JEFFER-
SON, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. KILPATRICK of 
Michigan, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. LANTOS, 
Mr. LARSEN of Washington, Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. LEWIS of 
Georgia, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. MALONEY, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. MCCARTHY, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM of Minnesota, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. 
MCNULTY, Mr. MEEKS of New York, 
Mr. MELANCON, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
MICHAUD, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, 
Mr. MURTHA, Mr. NADLER, Mr. OBER-
STAR, Mr. OLVER, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. PAYNE, 
Mr. REYES, Mr. ROSS, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Mr. 
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SALAZAR, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. SERRANO, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. STRICKLAND, Mr. 
STUPAK, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. WEINER, and Ms. WOOLSEY): 

H.R. 2073. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide tax subsidies to 
encourage small employers to offer afford-
able health coverage to their employees 
through qualified health pooling arrange-
ments, to encourage the establishment and 
operation of these arrangements, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Energy and Commerce, and Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
H.R. 2074. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to improve transition assist-
ance provided to members of the Armed 
Forces being discharged, released from ac-
tive duty, or retired, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Armed Services, and in 
addition to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. BERKLEY (for herself and Mr. 
FARR): 

H.R. 2075. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to require a member of the 
Armed Forces to designate a person to be au-
thorized to direct the disposition of the 
member’s remains if the member should die 
in service; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
BRADLEY of New Hampshire, and Mr. 
MILLER of Florida): 

H.R. 2076. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to permit certain retired mem-
bers of the uniformed services who have a 
service-connected disability to receive both 
disability compensation from the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs for their disability 
and either retired pay by reason of their 
years of military service or Combat-Related 
Special Compensation; to the Committee on 
Armed Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 2077. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on Garenoxacin mesylate; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 2078. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on butylated hydroxyethylbenzene; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 2079. A bill to extend the temporary 

duty suspension on Ezetimibe; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2080. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on Methidathion Technical; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2081. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on difenoconazole; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2082. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on Lambda-Cyhalothrin; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2083. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on cyprodinil; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2084. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on Wakil XL; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2085. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on Azoxystrobin Technical; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBLE: 
H.R. 2086. A bill to extend the duty suspen-

sion on mucochloric acid; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts (for 
himself, Mr. PAUL, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
Mr. FARR, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
KUCINICH, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
WOOLSEY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
CASE, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado, Mr. STARK, Mr. CAPUANO, 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. HONDA, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. 
LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of California, and 
Ms. BALDWIN): 

H.R. 2087. A bill to provide for the medical 
use of marijuana in accordance with the laws 
of the various States; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. GIBBONS (for himself, Mr. 
OTTER, Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota, 
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. JONES of North 
Carolina, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
CANNON, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. 
GOODE, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. BRADLEY 
of New Hampshire, Mr. TERRY, Mr. 
BAKER, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. BARRETT 
of South Carolina, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
BOOZMAN, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. DUNCAN, 
Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 
SIMPSON, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. KING of 
Iowa, Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. SALAZAR, Mr. KUHL of New York, 
Mr. HALL, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. 
ROGERS of Alabama, Mr. AKIN, Mr. 
BURGESS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. BARTLETT of Mary-
land, Mr. ROSS, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
HUNTER, Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi, 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr. HERGER, 
Mr. FEENEY, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, 
and Mr. CALVERT): 

H.R. 2088. A bill to provide an amnesty pe-
riod during which veterans and their family 
members can register certain firearms in the 
National Firearms Registration and Transfer 
Record, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. GRANGER (for herself, Mr. 
WYNN, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. FITZPATRICK 
of Pennsylvania, Mrs. JOHNSON of 
Connecticut, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. SIMP-
SON, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. GOODE, Mr. 
MCHUGH, and Mr. SANDERS): 

H.R. 2089. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow individuals a re-
fundable credit against income tax for the 
purchase of private health insurance; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HINCHEY (for himself, Ms. 
DELAURO, and Mr. STUPAK): 

H.R. 2090. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
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the deposit in the general fund of the Treas-
ury of fees that are collected from manufac-
turers of drugs and devices under chapter VII 
of such Act, to terminate the authority of 
the Food and Drug Administration to nego-
tiate with the manufacturers on particular 
uses of the fees, to establish a Center for 
Postmarket Drug Safety and Effectiveness, 
to establish additional authorities to ensure 
the safe and effective use of drugs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. HOEKSTRA: 
H.R. 2091. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on 4-Methoxy-2-methyldiphenylamine; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas: 
H.R. 2092. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to comprehensively re-
form immigration law and to better protect 
immigrant victims of violence, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committees on 
Ways and Means, Energy and Commerce, Ag-
riculture, Homeland Security, and Financial 
Services, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. JENKINS: 
H.R. 2093. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on 2-Methylhydroquinone; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: 
H.R. 2094. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on thionyl chloride; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JENKINS: 
H.R. 2095. A bill to suspend temporarily the 

duty on 1-fluoro-2-nitro benzene; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINDER: 
H.R. 2096. A bill to extend the temporary 

suspension of duty on certain high tenacity 
rayon filament yarn; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 2097. A bill to establish a program to 

provide child care through public-private 
partnerships; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 2098. A bill to provide the Secretary of 

Health and Human Services and the Sec-
retary of Education with increased authority 
with respect to asthma programs, and to pro-
vide for increased funding for such programs; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. MCKINNEY (for herself, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. MAR-
SHALL): 

H.R. 2099. A bill to establish the Arabia 
Mountain National Heritage Area, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Miss MCMORRIS: 
H.R. 2100. A bill to amend Public Law 97- 

435 to extend the authorization for the Sec-
retary of the Interior to release certain con-
ditions contained in a patent concerning cer-
tain land conveyed by the United States to 
Eastern Washington University until Decem-
ber 31, 2009; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. MEEK of Florida (for himself, 
Mrs. MCCARTHY, Ms. LORETTA 
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. FORD, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. GONZALEZ, Ms. SLAUGH-
TER, Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of 
Texas, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. CORRINE 
BROWN of Florida, Mrs. LOWEY, and 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi): 

H.R. 2101. A bill to amend the Homeland 
Security Act of 2002 to direct the Secretary 
of Homeland Security to develop and imple-
ment the READICall emergency alert sys-
tem; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Homeland Security, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MELANCON (for himself, Mr. 
BAKER, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. JEFFER-
SON, Mr. ALEXANDER, Mr. JINDAL, and 
Mr. BOUSTANY): 

H.R. 2102. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a credit against 
the income tax for expenses incurred in re-
storing and protecting coastal lands; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MYRICK (for herself, Mr. PAS-
TOR, and Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin): 

H.R. 2103. A bill to authorize the Attorney 
General to provide grants for organizations 
to find missing adults; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 2104. A bill to amend the Help Amer-

ica Vote Act of 2002 to permit local jurisdic-
tions within a State to conduct early voting 
in elections for Federal office held in such 
jurisdictions, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. PALLONE: 
H.R. 2105. A bill to amend title 23, United 

States Code, relating to the use of safety 
belts and child restraint systems by chil-
dren, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. PRICE of Georgia (for himself, 
Mr. LINDER, Mr. BAKER, Mr. CHABOT, 
Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky, Mr. DEAL of 
Georgia, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. KINGSTON, 
Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. WESTMORELAND, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, and Mr. SCOTT 
of Georgia): 

H.R. 2106. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide transition fund-
ing rules for certain plans electing to cease 
future benefit accruals, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SAXTON (for himself, Mr. KING 
of New York, and Mr. DUNCAN): 

H.R. 2107. A bill to amend Public Law 104- 
329 to modify authorities for the use of the 
National Law Enforcement Officers Memo-
rial Maintenance Fund, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Resources. 

By Ms. SLAUGHTER (for herself, Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida, Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. LYNCH, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. SCOTT 
of Georgia, Mr. CARDOZA, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Ms. SOLIS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. CONYERS, and Mrs. 
MCCARTHY): 

H.R. 2108. A bill to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to prevent 
the disruption of the education of children 
who change residence based on the military 
service of a reserve component parent who is 
deployed overseas; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. STUPAK (for himself, Mr. DIN-
GELL, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, and Ms. BALDWIN): 

H.R. 2109. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to carry out certain authorities 
under an agreement with Canada respecting 

the importation of municipal solid waste, to 
amend the Solid Waste Disposal Act to au-
thorize States to restrict receipt of foreign 
municipal solid waste, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado: 
H.R. 2110. A bill to provide for a study of 

options for protecting the open space charac-
teristics of certain lands in and adjacent to 
the Arapaho and Roosevelt National Forests 
in Colorado, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself 
and Mr. BEAUPREZ): 

H.R. 2111. A bill to facilitate acquisition by 
the Secretary of the Interior of certain min-
eral rights, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

By Mr. ISSA (for himself, Mr. BLUNT, 
Mr. HYDE, Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, 
Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, and Mr. 
POMBO): 

H.R. 2112. A bill to designate the exclusive 
economic zone of the United States as the 
‘‘Ronald Wilson Reagan Exclusive Economic 
Zone of the United States‘‘; to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Mr. 
WEINER, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. AKIN, 
Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina, Mr. 
BEAUPREZ, Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. CANTOR, Mr. 
CHABOT, Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GARRETT of 
New Jersey, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. 
HAYWORTH, Mr. HERGER, Mr. HOLDEN, 
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. KLINE, 
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, 
Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. MALONEY, Mrs. 
MCCARTHY, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. NAD-
LER, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. NORWOOD, 
Mr. OTTER, Mr. PENCE, Mr. PITTS, Mr. 
POE, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
SHADEGG, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. WAMP, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WELDON of 
Florida, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. WILSON of 
South Carolina, and Mr. CLEAVER): 

H. Con. Res. 144. Concurrent resolution 
condemning attacks on United States citi-
zens by Palestinian terrorists, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on International 
Relations. 

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr. 
UDALL of Colorado, Mr. CUMMINGS, 
and Mr. WATT): 

H. Res. 257. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
Pasqualine J. Lawson of Denver, Colorado, 
an African American woman who valiantly 
served her country in the Army Air Corps 
during World War II and serving as a hos-
pital neuropsychiatric team member, was 
unfairly passed over for promotion and 
should have held the grade of technical ser-
geant, rather than private first class, upon 
her discharge from the service on January 2, 
1946; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. CLEAVER (for himself, Mr. 
NEY, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CLAY, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. CARNAHAN, Mr. SKELTON, 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, Mr. MOORE 
of Kansas, Mr. BAKER, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, and Mr. CAPUANO): 

H. Res. 259. A resolution condemning the 
existence of racially restrictive covenants in 
housing documents and urging States to 
adopt legislation similar to that which was 
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enacted in California to address the issue; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey (for 
himself, Mr. AKIN, Mr. BARRETT of 
South Carolina, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. BRADY of 
Texas, Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of 
Florida, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. BURTON of 
Indiana, Mr. CANNON, Mr. CANTOR, 
Mr. CARTER, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
CHOCOLA, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. LINCOLN 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. MARIO 
DIAZ-BALART of Florida, Mr. DOO-
LITTLE, Mr. FEENEY, Ms. FOXX, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
GOHMERT, Mr. GOODE, Mr. HAYWORTH, 
Mr. HENSARLING, Mr. HERGER, Mr. 
ISTOOK, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. KLINE, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
MCCOTTER, Mr. MCHENRY, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Michigan, Mr. MILLER of Flor-
ida, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. PENCE, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. RENZI, 
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
SHADEGG, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. TANCREDO, 
Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. 
WICKER, and Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina): 

H. Res. 260. A resolution thanking John R. 
Bolton, President George W. Bush’s nominee 
to serve as United States Ambassador to the 
United Nations, for his long-standing history 
of confronting corruption at the United Na-
tions and urging him to continue his hard 
work and dedication to the implementation 
of measures that will restore credibility of 
this international organization; to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

By Mr. HALL (for himself, Mr. TOWNS, 
Mr. PICKERING, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas): 

H. Res. 261. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices should be commended for implementing 
the Medicare demonstration project to assess 
the quality of care of cancer patients under-
going chemotherapy, and should extend the 
project, at least through 2006, subject to any 
appropriate modifications; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. SCHWARZ of Michigan: 
H. Res. 262. A resolution expressing the 

sense of the House of Representatives that 
the Secretary of Agriculture should inves-
tigate and find alternative actions with re-
gard to the unilateral temporary termi-
nation of the participation of retail food 
stores in the electronic benefits transfer sys-
tem (EBT) under the Food Stamp Act of 1977; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 

19. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of 
the General Assembly of the State of New 
York, relative to a Resolution memorializing 
Congress to pass a joint resolution of dis-
approval to nullify the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture decision to resume the 
importation of live Canadian cattle on 
March 7, 2005, thereby establishing Canada as 
a minimum-risk country in respect to Bo-
vine Spongiform Encephalopathy, or Mad 
Cow Disease; to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

20. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Idaho, relative to House Joint 
Memorial No. 3 memorializing the President 

and Congress of the United States to support 
the campaign to develop the Pocatello Pro-
ton Accelerator Cancer Treatment Facility 
in Pocatello, Idaho; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

21. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Michigan, relative to Senate Reso-
lution No. 14 memorializing Congress to 
enact highway reauthorization legislation 
with a level of funding that closes the gap 
between federal fuel tax dollars paid by 
Michigan motorists and dollars received to 
address Michigan’s transportation needs; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

22. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of West Virginia, relative to Senate 
Resolution No. 18 memorializing the United 
States Congress to reject plans to privatize 
Social Security and commit to repaying into 
the Social Security Trust Fund; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 22: Mr. STRICKLAND and Mr. DAVIS of 
Florida. 

H.R. 65: Mr. TANCREDO. 
H.R. 66: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 111: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MICA, Mr. DIN-

GELL, and Mr. RENZI. 
H.R. 117: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 133: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 153: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 176: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Ms. WOOL-

SEY. 
H.R. 196: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 292: Mr. JINDAL. 
H.R. 303: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 331: Mr. MCHUGH. 
H.R. 373: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 414: Mr. LAHOOD and Ms. MCCOLLUM of 

Minnesota. 
H.R. 422: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, 

Mr. STARK, and Mr. CARDOZA. 
H.R. 513: Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 514: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 527: Mr. HOLDEN and Mr. ENGLISH of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 530: Mr. MACK. 
H.R. 554: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
H.R. 577: Mr. PUTNAM. 
H.R. 625: Mr. BOSWELL. 
H.R. 653: Mr. DEFAZIO and Mr. BARROW. 
H.R. 654: Mr. SHERMAN and Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 669: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. HAYES. 
H.R. 697: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. SMITH of Wash-

ington, and Mr. DENT. 
H.R. 731: Mr. SANDERS. 
H.R. 747: Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr. PASTOR, and 

Mr. RAHALL. 
H.R. 759: Mr. FARR and Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of 

California. 
H.R. 772: Mr. BROWN of Ohio and Mr. 

CARNAHAN. 
H.R. 792: Mr. HYDE. 
H.R. 800: Mr. CRENSHAW and Mr. BURTON of 

Indiana. 
H.R. 801: Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 819: Mr. COLE of Oklahoma, Mr. STU-

PAK, and Mr. HOEKSTRA. 
H.R. 838: Mr. ACKERMAN. 
H.R. 874: Mr. CRENSHAW and Mr. GOHMERT. 
H.R. 887: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 

FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, and Mr. KIL-
DEE. 

H.R. 903: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 930: Mr. FEENEY and Mr. MCHENRY. 
H.R. 932: Mr. FEENEY and Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 960: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 972: Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 983: Ms. DELAURO, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 

LANGEVIN, and Mr. WALSH. 

H.R. 985: Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, and Mrs. MCCARTHY. 

H.R. 998: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota and 
Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 

H.R. 1103: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia and Ms. 
LEE. 

H.R. 1119: Ms. HERSETH. 
H.R. 1120: Mr. MCHUGH and Mr. WEXLER. 
H.R. 1126: Mrs. MCCARTHY, Mr. CARNAHAN, 

Mr. KUHL of New York, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BOYD, Ms. 
HARRIS, Mr. WAXMAN, and Mr. FOLEY. 

H.R. 1130: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. WYNN. 

H.R. 1131: Mr. SIMMONS and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 1150: Mr. OTTER. 
H.R. 1182: Mr. HONDA. 
H.R. 1194: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1246: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 1258: Mrs. JONES of Ohio. 
H.R. 1262: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 1282: Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 1287: Mr. WELLER. 
H.R. 1291: Mr. PORTER. 
H.R. 1293: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 1298: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-

ington, Mr. INSLEE, Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr. ABER-
CROMBIE. 

H.R. 1322: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. AN-
DREWS, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. 
SLAUGHTER. 

H.R. 1335: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. GENE 
GREEN of Texas, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, and Mr. 
SAXTON. 

H.R. 1345: Mr. SHADEGG. 
H.R. 1350: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1353: Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota. 
H.R. 1363: Mr. HAYES. 
H.R. 1364: Mr. ALEXANDER. 
H.R. 1376: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 1471: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. WALSH. 
H.R. 1474: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 

MCHUGH, and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 1499: Mr. WELDON of Florida and Ms. 

HARRIS. 
H.R. 1505: Mr. GORDON and Mr. JINDAL. 
H.R. 1509: Mr. MANZULLO. 
H.R. 1518: Mr. FEENEY. 
H.R. 1522: Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas and 

Mr. SANDERS. 
H.R. 1554: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 1581: Mr. BOEHNER and Mr. MCCOTTER. 
H.R. 1588: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. BISHOP of 

New York. 
H.R. 1591: Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. FRANK of 

Massachusets, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. UPTON, 
Mr. SAXTON, Mr. KIND, Mr. OLVER, and Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia. 

H.R. 1595: Ms. WOOLSEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. MCINTYRE, and Mr. UDALL of 
Colorado. 

H.R. 1606: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1607: Mr. RAMSTAD. 
H.R. 1621: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 

BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. OWENS, Mr. KUCINICH, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
MCDERMOTT, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. CLEAVER, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. GINGREY, Mr. 
MANZULLO, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. 
CHANDLER. 

H.R. 1635: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 1660: Ms. ZOE LOFGREN of California. 
H.R. 1666: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. TAYLOR of Mis-

sissippi, Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, and 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 

H.R. 1674: Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. 
PALLONE, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. 
COSTA, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MILLER of North 
Carolina, Mr. GORDON, Ms. HOOLEY, Mr. 
MEEKS of New York, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK of Pennsylvania, Mr. BONNER, 
and Mr. SCHWARZ of Michigan. 

H.R. 1678: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. 
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H.R. 1760: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. 

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. OWENS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. PAYNE, and 
Mr. SANDERS. 

H.R. 1761: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.R. 1772: Mr. JONES of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1790: Mr. FEENEY and Mrs. MUSGRAVE. 
H.R. 1804: Mr. WOLF, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 

CHABOT, Mr. KLINE, Mr. GENE GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr. GREEN of 
Wisconsin, and Mr. DEAL of Georgia. 

H.R. 1814: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. 
STARK, Mr. EVANS, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
REHBERG, Mr. KIND, Mr. OWENS, and Ms. 
WOOLSEY. 

H.R. 1821: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. 
H.R. 1912: Mr. GOODE. 
H.R. 1940: Mr. ROTHMAN and Ms. CORRINE 

BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 1944: Mr. PUTNAM and Mr. RYAN of 

Wisconsin. 
H.R. 1945: Mr. COSTA and Mr. MENENDEZ. 
H.R. 1956: Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. WILSON of 

South Carolina, and Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 2043: Mr. COX. 
H. Con. Res. 83: Mrs. LOWEY. 
H. Con. Res. 87: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H. Con. Res. 97: Mr. PORTER. 
H. Con. Res. 102: Mr. WAXMAN. 
H. Res. 123: MRS. CUBIN. 
H. Res. 155: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-

fornia. 
H. Res. 158: Mr. KING of New York. 
H. Res. 172: Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. 
H. Res. 231: Mr. MEEK of Florida, Ms. NOR-

TON, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. FATTAH, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Ms. WA-
TERS, Ms. WATSON, Ms. CARSON, Mr. 
DOGGETT, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr. WATT, 
Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. DAVIS of Alabama, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDON-
ALD, Mr. COSTELLO, Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin, 
Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mrs. 
JONES of Ohio, Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan, 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. WYNN, Ms. LEE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
DAVIS of Florida, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. FORD, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. DAVIS 
of Kentucky, Mr. LUCAS, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. 
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. 

MCGOVERN, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. SWEENEY, and Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky. 

H. Res. 245: Mr. WEXLER and Mr. BRADY of 
Pennsylvania. 

H. Res. 252: Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. MCCAUL of 
Texas, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of 
California, Mr. COSTELLO, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Ms. NORTON, and Mr. ISRAEL. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk’s 
desk and referred as follows: 

18. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the City Commission of the City of Holly-
wood, Florida, relative to Resolution No. R- 
2005-97, supporting H.C.R. 203 and S. 94, con-
current resolutions ratifying the proposed 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States relating to equal rights for men and 
women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

19. Also, a petition of the Office of the 
Mayor and City of Lauderdale Lakes Com-
mission, Florida, relative to Resolution No. 
05-48 petitioning Congress to maintain the 
Community Development Financial Institu-
tions program, as well as the Internal Rev-
enue Code provision for new market tax 
credits, as a viable tool to encourage private 
sector involvement in the Nation’s con-
tinuing efforts at local community redevel-
opment and to take all steps necessary and 
appropriate to fund the Community Develop-
ment Banking and Financial Institutions 
Act budget appropriation of at least eighty 
million dollars; jointly to the Committees on 
Financial Services and Ways and Means. 

f 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 1185 

OFFERED BY: MR. WEINER 

AMENDMENT NO. 1: Page 4, line 8, strike 
‘‘For purposes’’ and insert ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (G), for purposes’’. 

Page 7, line 2, strike the closing quotation 
marks and the 2nd period. 

Page 7, after line 2, insert the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) NO INCREASE IN INSURANCE FOR DEPOSI-
TORY INSTITUTIONS THAT IMPOSE OVERDRAFT 
FEES ON INNOCENT DEPOSITORS.—If, in the 

case of checks drawn on accounts at an origi-
nating depository institution which are dis-
honored by the originating depository insti-
tution due to the lack of sufficient funds in 
such account to pay the check, a receiving 
depository institution imposes fees on the 
depositor, in connection with any such 
check, due to such dishonorment, the stand-
ard maximum insurance amount applicable 
under subparagraph (E) with respect to such 
receiving depository institution shall be the 
amount described in subparagraph (E)(i) 
without regard to the effective date referred 
to in such subparagraph or any adjustment 
under subparagraph (F).’’. 

H.R. 1185 

OFFERED BY: MR.S MALONEY 

AMENDMENT NO. 2: Page 4, line 8, strike 
‘‘For purposes’’ and insert ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (G), for purposes’’. 

Page 4, line 15, insert ‘‘with respect to any 
qualified insured depository institution’’ be-
fore the comma at the end. 

Page 7, line 2, strike the closing quotation 
marks and the 2nd period. 

Page 7, after line 2, insert the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) CONDITIONS FOR INCREASED DEPOSIT IN-
SURANCE COVERAGE.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of subpara-
graph (E)(ii), an insured depository institu-
tion shall be treated as a qualified insured 
depository institution only if— 

‘‘(I) in the process of posting credits and 
debits against a checking account used pri-
marily for personal, family, or household 
purposes after the close of any business day, 
the depository institution credits all depos-
its to the account before debiting any check 
drawn on the account and presented to the 
depository institution for payment; and 

‘‘(II) the depository institution imposes no 
fee for paying any check drawn on an ac-
count in spite of a lack of sufficient funds in 
the account to pay such check or any similar 
activity (commonly referred to as ‘bounce 
protection’) unless the accountholder has af-
firmatively requested such service. 

‘‘(ii) NONQUALIFIED INSURED DEPOSITORY IN-
STITUTIONS.—The standard maximum insur-
ance amount applicable to any insured de-
pository institution that is not a qualified 
insured depository institution shall be the 
amount described in subparagraph (E)(i) 
without regard to the effective date referred 
to in such subparagraph or any adjustment 
under subparagraph (F).’’. 
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IN HONOR OF THE CONCERNED 
CITIZENS OF BAYONNE 

HON. ROBERT MENENDEZ 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the Concerned Citizens of Bayonne 
(CCB) for its remarkable work in the commu-
nity and its endless service to local residents. 
This year, the organization is celebrating its 
35th anniversary and will be receiving special 
honors from the mayor. 

The CCB is a civic group that offers assist-
ance to non-profit organizations in the area 
and provides a wide range of services to local 
residents. The city of Bayonne greatly benefits 
from endeavors sponsored by the CCB, such 
as the Marine Corps League’s Toys for Tots 
drive, an after-school literacy program, and an 
annual scholarship award for high school sen-
iors. Additionally, the CCB sponsors many 
local sports teams and assists veterans in 
hospitals throughout the state. With the help of 
dedicated CCB members, the organization has 
been successful in raising money for many 
worthy causes, among them the Police Ath-
letic League (PAL), Bayonne’s First Federated 
Church, and the battleship New Jersey. 

To celebrate the CCB’s outstanding work, 
Bayonne Mayor Joseph V. Doria, Jr., declared 
that April 23, 2005, was Concerned Citizens of 
Bayonne Day. Special recognition was also 
given to Frank and Jean Perrucci, who have 
diligently offered their time and energy to the 
CCB since its founding in 1970. As an addi-
tional sign of gratitude, the mayor renamed 
the corner of 29th Street and Avenue A ‘‘Con-
cerned Citizens Way’’ on April 30, 2005. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring the Concerned Citizens of Bayonne 
for its extensive involvement in developing and 
sponsoring programs that benefit local resi-
dents. I applaud the CCB’s dedication to serv-
ing its community over the past 35 years and 
have no doubt it will continue its admirable 
work in the city of Bayonne. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MIHAN LEE 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute Mihan Lee, an 11th-grader who 
lives in my Congressional district and attends 
Georgetown Day School. Recently, she com-
peted against nearly 5,400 middle and high 
school students nationwide in an essay con-
test titled ‘‘Lincoln and a New Birth of Free-
dom.’’ Her essay, ‘‘A New Country, A New 
Century, A New Freedom’’ earned her grand 
prize honors. The contest was held to com-
memorate the opening of the Abraham Lincoln 
Presidential Library and Museum in Spring-

field, Illinois. Mihan, a 17-year-old, second- 
generation Korean-American read her award- 
winning prose during the dedication ceremony. 

Although Mihan’s essay was not specifically 
about President Lincoln, she captured his 
message of freedom and courage in a story 
about her great-grandfather, who lived in 
Korea under Japanese colonization. Her great- 
grandfather, Jung In Seung, created the first 
Korean dictionary at a time when the language 
was banned under Japanese rule. He was ar-
rested and interred in a prison camp until the 
liberation of Korea in 1945. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud Mihan Lee and wish 
her continued success in the years ahead. I 
submit her essay for the RECORD. 
Grand Prize Winner: Mihan Lee, 11th grade. 

Potomac, MD 
A NEW COUNTRY, A NEW CENTURY, A NEW 

FREEDOM 
My understanding of freedom is inex-

tricably tied up with my understanding of 
language. My great-grandfather, in 1940s 
Korea, was arrested for putting together the 
first Korean dictionary, when the language 
had been banned by the Japanese govern-
ment. My great-grandfather believed that 
words, the medium by which we formulate 
and share ideas, can bind and break the very 
ideas they express if the language is that of 
an oppressor. He fought for the freedom of 
his people to express ideas in their own 
words; in so doing, he defended their very 
right to have ideas. 

As I prepare for all the freedoms and re-
sponsibilities of adulthood, I remember these 
definitions of freedom I have inherited, and 
strive to make ones of my own—not only as 
the first generation of my family born in a 
new country, but also as an American youth 
at the birth of a new century. Sitting in the 
hall between classes, my friends and I dis-
cuss the faults of our school’s administra-
tion, the right to same-sex marriage, the jus-
tification for the Iraq War. We feel it is our 
right to know and evaluate our sur-
roundings, to speak and have our ideas re-
sponded to. 

I believe that freedom in the 21st cen-
tury means the liberty of individuals, 
regardless of age, race, gender, or class, 
to express themselves in their own 
words, and to use those words to shape 
history. We celebrate it, and yet we 
never stop fighting for it. I am Korean- 
American, I am young, and I am free. I 
speak—not always articulate, not often 
right, but always in my own words. I 
speak, and I listen. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE AICPA’S JOURNAL 
OF ACCOUNTANCY 

HON. E. CLAY SHAW, JR. 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend the Journal of Accountancy, the 
Journal of record for the accounting profes-
sion, on its 100th anniversary this year. 

The Journal of Accountancy, which is pub-
lished by the American Institute of Certified 
Public Accountants, is read by nearly 400,000 
readers each month. Its contents include offi-
cial releases of technical requirements for 
CPAs as well as news and information that 
enlighten readers about important relevant de-
velopments in and outside the profession and 
that enhance their professional competency. 

As a CPA, I am keenly aware of the value 
of this publication. CPAs play a vital role in 
our economy, and since 1905 the Journal of 
Accountancy has helped keep them informed 
about key business trends. 

I would like to acknowledge the significant 
contribution that the JofA has made during its 
first century and to recognize its editors, au-
thors and art and production staff for their 
hard work. I extend my best wishes to the 
JofA for its continued success. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. J. GRESHAM BARRETT 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, due to other obligations, I unfortu-
nately missed a recorded vote on the House 
floor on Thursday, April 28, 2005. 

I ask that the RECORD reflect that had I 
been able to vote that day, I would have voted 
‘‘yes’’ on Rollcall vote No. 150 (Motion to Sus-
pend the Rules and Pass H. Res. 210—Sup-
porting the goals of World Intellectual Property 
Day, and recognizing the importance of intel-
lectual property in the United States and 
worldwide). 

f 

HONORING COLLINS L. TOCKE 

HON. JERRY WELLER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Collins L. Tocke who is retiring from the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) after 32 
years and 10 months of service. Mr. Tocke 
began his career with the FAA on June 12, 
1972 and ended his service on April 2, 2005. 

Mr. Tocke began his career with the FAA as 
an air traffic controller at the Chicago Center 
and was later transferred to the South Bend 
Flight Service Station. He has been a con-
troller at the Kankakee Automated Flight Serv-
ice Station since February 1, 1987. 

Mr. Tocke was born in Hope, Arkansas but 
spent most of his formative years in Chicago, 
Illinois. After High School, he went to college 
in Champaign, Illinois until he enlisted in the 
U.S. Air Force. Mr. Tocke served his country 
from October 1966 to October 1970. 

On February 15, 1975, Collins Tocke mar-
ried the love of his life, Kathy and are the 
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proud parents of one son, Christopher, who 
was born on June 17, 1982. Collins is an avid 
reader and is interested in the war in the Pa-
cific, computers, and electronic music. Collins 
and Kathy plan on enjoying his retirement. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge this body to identify and 
recognize other individuals in their own dis-
tricts whose actions have so greatly benefited 
and strengthened America’s families and 
communities. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE MULVEE 
FAMILY ON THE BIRTH OF 
THEIR CHILD, JOHN RYAN 

HON. GINNY BROWN-WAITE 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to offer my congratula-
tions to Patrick and Carrie Mulvee on the birth 
of their first child. John Ryan Mulvee was wel-
comed at 9:32 p.m. on May 2nd, 2005, weigh-
ing 7 pounds 1 ounce and measuring 21 
inches long. John Ryan was named after his 
late paternal great-grandfather John J. 
Mulvee. I congratulate Patrick and Carrie on 
the new addition to their family and wish them 
years of continued health and happiness. 

f 

INTRODUCING THE MEDICARE 
EARLY ACCESS ACT 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, today, during 
Cover the Uninsured Week, I am pleased to 
introduce a bill to help nearly four million peo-
ple age 55–65 obtain access to affordable 
health insurance. I am joined by my colleague 
Rep. SHERROD BROWN and more than 90 addi-
tional Democratic cosponsors in introducing 
the ‘‘Medicare Early Access Act,’’ one of three 
signature bills that offer attainable, common 
sense solutions for the uninsured. 

We have 45 million Americans without 
health insurance—8 million of whom are chil-
dren. Millions more are underinsured with pal-
try policies that exclude necessary benefits or 
charge a king’s ransom for co-pays and 
deductibles. Increasingly, access to coverage 
and quality care in this country is determined 
by an ability to pay rather than medical need. 

There are many approaches to addressing 
the needs of the growing population without 
health coverage in this country. As most of my 
colleagues know, I am an advocate of a uni-
versal health care system in which each and 
every American would have health coverage. 
That is the most fair, affordable, and sustain-
able solution to our national health care 
needs. 

However, that won’t be accomplished over-
night. In the meantime, there are steps that 
Congress can and should be taking to develop 
immediate, if smaller, steps to providing peo-
ple affordable health insurance coverage op-
tions. That’s why we’ve joined together to in-
troduce three separate bills that each target a 
specific population that is seeing its uninsured 
rate climb. 

The Medicare Early Access Act targets early 
retirees; the Family Care Act, being introduced 
by Rep. DINGELL, targets children and families; 
and the Small Business Health Insurance Pro-
motion Act, being introduced by Rep. BARROW, 
targets small businesses and self-employed 
individuals. 

The Medicare Early Access act would pro-
vide people age 55 to 65 with the option of 
buying into Medicare—a program with a prov-
en track record that works. 

Unfortunately, retiree health benefits have 
vanished or are quickly disappearing, leaving 
people with few or no affordable coverage op-
tions. Still, among the 55–65 population, it is 
more likely that someone who is retired will 
have health insurance than someone still in 
the workforce. Access to health insurance di-
minishes for individuals in low-wage jobs. Thir-
ty-five percent of workers age 55–65 who earn 
less than 200 percent of poverty are uninsured 
compared with 17 percent uninsured nation-
wide. 

Age rating and other underwriting tech-
niques resulting in excessive premiums make 
coverage unaffordable. Those who are offered 
coverage are often required to pay astronom-
ical deductibles and co-pays, or are severely 
limited by pre-existing condition exclusions, 
leaving them grossly underinsured. 

In 1965, Medicare was specifically designed 
to provide coverage for those the market 
would not insure. Today we have the oppor-
tunity to expand on the original purpose of 
Medicare by providing access to people the 
market does not adequately cover. The Medi-
care Early Access Act would reduce the num-
ber of uninsured, provide better coverage for 
the underinsured, and improve the health sta-
tus of this vulnerable population without harm-
ing Medicare or other insurance markets. 

That’s why the Medicare Early Access Act 
makes so much sense. It would allow people 
in this cohort to buy-into Medicare and enjoy 
the exact same benefits available to all other 
Medicare beneficiaries. Premiums for these 
new participants would be based on actuarial 
calculations of the cost of providing services to 
the population. There would be no effect on 
the Medicare trust fund because premiums will 
cover the entire cost of services provided. 

To ensure premiums are affordable, the bill 
provides a 75 percent advanceable, refund-
able tax credit. Thus, participants would pay a 
monthly premium equal to 25 percent of the 
cost of the program—an amount similar to 
what employed individuals pay for their health 
benefits. 

I am pleased to report that advocacy organi-
zations representing consumers and seniors 
agree with us. The Medicare Early Access Act 
has been endorsed by the AFL–CIO, the Alli-
ance for Retired Americans, the Center for 
Medicare Advocacy, Consumers Union, Fami-
lies USA, the National Academy of Elder Law 
Attorneys, SEIU, and the UAW. 

This bill would provide affordable, com-
prehensive coverage to the most vulnerable 
uninsured who have few, if any, health insur-
ance options in the current marketplace. The 
system necessary to implement this bill is al-
ready in place; all we have to do is agree the 
uninsured deserve viable coverage options. I 
look forward to working with my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to enact the Medicare 
Early Access Act this year. 

Following is a summary of the bill. 

THE MEDICARE EARLY ACCESS ACT 
The Medicare Early Access Act gives early 

retirees and others between ages 55 and 65 
the option of purchasing Medicare coverage. 
Millions of near elderly who are uninsured 
can benefit from a Medicare buy-in. This bill 
provides affordable health insurance to a 
vulnerable population, while protecting the 
solvency of the Medicare Trust Fund. 

ELIGIBILITY 
Starting January 2006, individuals age 55– 

65 who do not have access to coverage under 
another public or group health plan are eligi-
ble to purchase Medicare. Enrollees will re-
ceive the full range of Medicare benefits. 
Participants are not required to exhaust em-
ployer-based COBRA coverage before choos-
ing the Medicare buy-in option. At age 65, 
buy-in participants move into regular Medi-
care. 

In addition, because employers are drop-
ping retiree health benefits at an alarming 
rate, early retirees who have access to re-
tiree health coverage may also participate, 
and their employers can wrap around the 
Medicare benefit. 

PREMIUMS 
Enrollees must pay a premium to receive 

Medicare coverage. The premium will be set 
by the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services at the actuarial level necessary to 
cover the full cost of services provided to the 
buy-in population. The premium will be ad-
justed annually to ensure its accuracy. Pre-
miums will also differ slightly by region to 
reflect geographic differences in healthcare 
costs. 

TAX CREDIT 
Program enrollees receive a 75 percent re-

fundable, advanceable tax credit to offset 
premium costs. Thus, participants in the 
Medicare buy-in are only personally respon-
sible for 25 percent of their monthly pre-
miums. The tax credit is modeled on the pay-
ment mechanism created by the Trade Ad-
justment Assistance (TAA) health care tax 
credit for displaced workers, which was en-
acted in 2002. 

FINANCING 
Premiums are deposited in a new Medicare 

Early Access Trust Fund. Participant pre-
miums and tax credits are transferred to the 
Early Access Trust Fund to pay for Medicare 
services, ensuring this new program does not 
financially affect Medicare. 

f 

METRO WASTEWATER RECLAMA-
TION DISTRICT LOGS 10 PERFECT 
YEARS 

HON. BOB BEAUPREZ 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BEAUPREZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize an important accomplishment in 
Colorado. The Metro Wastewater Reclamation 
District earned its second consecutive Plat-
inum Award from the National Association of 
Clean Water Agencies (NACWA, formerly the 
Association of Metropolitan Sewerage Agen-
cies) for its second consecutive five-year pe-
riod without a single numerical violation of its 
discharge permit. 

The award was presented May 1, 2005 at 
NACWA’s 35th Anniversary Annual Meeting in 
Washington, D.C. 

According to NACWA, earning two back-to- 
back Platinum Awards has been achieved by 
only five other wastewater treatment agencies 
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in the country. Two Platinum Awards rep-
resent 10 perfect years, during which the 
Metro District has discharged almost 530 bil-
lion gallons of treated, high-quality water into 
the South Platte River and completed more 
than 100,000 chemical and biological analyses 
that verify there were no permit violations. 

The Metro Wastewater Reclamation Dis-
trict’s 345 employees have every right to be 
proud of this accomplishment. It places them 
among the elite protectors of the environment 
in the nation. 

These accomplishments result from the ef-
forts of many. The District has an outstanding 
maintenance department, a well-engineered 
plant, great support groups, and management 
who always strive to do the best for their rate-
payers. They also have a dedicated oper-
ations staff that continually gives examples of 
their ability to get things done no matter what 
the challenge. 

The Metro Wastewater Reclamation District 
serves approximately 1.5 million people. Its 
service area includes most of metropolitan 
Denver and encompasses 380 square miles, 
including all of Denver and parts of Adams, 
Arapahoe and Jefferson Counties. Arvada, Au-
rora, Lakewood, Thornton, and part of West-
minster are included. 

The Metro District collects and treats about 
130 million gallons of wastewater a day at its 
185 million-gallon-a-day Central Treatment 
Plant five miles northeast of central Denver. 
This plant is the largest wastewater treatment 
facility in the Rocky Mountain West. 

Formed under Colorado law in 1961, the 
Metro District provides wholesale wastewater 
transmission and treatment service to 57 local 
governments, including both cities and sanita-
tion districts in metropolitan Denver. The 
Metro District began treating metro Denver’s 
wastewater in 1966. 

NACWA implemented the National Environ-
mental Achievement Awards program in 1983 
to recognize the excellence that was occurring 
routinely at many wastewater treatment agen-
cies across the country. 

f 

CALLING ON GOVERNMENT OF NI-
GERIA TO TRANSFER CHARLES 
GHANKAY TAYLOR TO SPECIAL 
COURT FOR SIERRA LEONE 

SPEECH OF 

HON. RON PAUL 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong op-
position to this resolution. The idea that the 
United States Congress should demand that 
Nigeria deport a former president of Liberia to 
stand trial in a United Nations court in Liberia 
is absurd! 

I do not object to this legislation because I 
dispute the charges against Charles Taylor. 
Frankly, as a United States Congressman my 
authority does not extend to deciding whether 
a foreign leader has committed crimes in his 
own country. The charges may well be true. I 
do, however, dispute our authority as the 
United States Congress to demand that a for-
eign country transfer a former leader of a third 
country back to that country to stand trial be-
fore a United Nations kangaroo court. 

As the resolution itself cites, one top U.N. 
official, Jaques Klein, has already pronounced 

Taylor guilty, stating ‘‘Charles Taylor is a psy-
chopath and a killer.’’ But the resolution con-
cludes that ‘‘Congress urges the Government 
of the Federal Republic of Nigeria to expedi-
tiously transfer Charles Ghankay Taylor, 
former President of the Republic of Liberia, to 
the jurisdiction of the Special Court for Sierra 
Leone to undergo a fair and open trial. . .’’ So 
it is probably safe to guess what kind of ‘‘trial’’ 
this will be—a Soviet-style show trial. The 
United Nations has no business conducting 
trials for anyone, regardless of the individual 
or the crime. It is the business of Liberia and 
Nigeria to determine the fate of Charles Tay-
lor. 

If we in the United States wish to retain our 
own Constitutional protections, we must be 
steadfast in rejecting the idea that a one-world 
court has jurisdiction over anyone, anywhere, 
regardless of how heinous the accusations. 
The sovereignty we undermine will eventually 
be our own. 

f 

HONORING MARTI JONES 

HON. JEB BRADLEY 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to Marti Jones 
upon being named a finalist for the 2005 Con-
gressman John Joseph Moakley Award for Ex-
emplary Public Service. 

Initiated in 2002, the Moakley Award is 
given to a staff member of the New England 
Congressional delegation who demonstrates 
strong innovative methods of thinking and ef-
fectively works on behalf of their constituents. 

Marti has worked in New Hampshire politics 
for over 20 years. Before joining my office in 
2003, Marti worked for U.S. Senator BOB 
SMITH (R–NH) for 18 years, starting when he 
was a member of the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, and later, the U.S. Senate. Be-
fore working for Senator SMITH, Marti served 
as Assistant to the Mayor for Manchester 
Mayor Bob Shaw. 

Marti’s commitment to the citizens of the 
Granite State extends far beyond the walls of 
our Manchester district office. Marti has been 
involved in Granite State Ambassadors, the 
Board of Directors for the Photographic Histor-
ical Society of New England, a past President 
of the Board of Directors for the New Hamp-
shire Junior Miss Scholarship Program and a 
past member of the New Hampshire Commis-
sion on the Status of Women. 

I would also like to take a moment to thank 
the Greater Boston Federal Executive Board 
and the Moakley Family for recognizing Marti’s 
accomplishments and those of the other final-
ists. I congratulate and thank Marti on her 
years of hard work and dedication to New 
Hampshire. 

f 

MEMORIAL TO THOSE WHO LOST 
THEIR LIVES IN ARMENIAN 
GENOCIDE 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in solemn memorial to the estimated 1.5 mil-

lion men, women, and children who lost their 
lives during the Armenian Genocide. As in the 
past, I am pleased to join so many distin-
guished House colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle in ensuring that the horrors wrought 
upon the Armenian people are never re-
peated. 

On April 24, 1915, over 200 religious, polit-
ical, and intellectual leaders of the Armenian 
community were brutally executed by the 
Turkish government in Istanbul. Over the 
course of the next 8 years, this war of ethnic 
genocide against the Armenian community in 
the Ottoman Empire took the lives of over half 
the world’s Armenian population. 

Sadly, there are some people who still deny 
the very existence of this period which saw 
the institutionalized slaughter of the Armenian 
people and dismantling of Armenian culture. 
To those who would question these events, I 
point to the numerous reports contained in the 
U.S. National Archives detailing the process 
that systematically decimated the Armenian 
population of the Ottoman Empire. However, 
old records are too easily forgotten—and dis-
missed. That is why we come together every 
year at this time: To remember in words what 
some may wish to file away in archives. This 
genocide did take place, and these lives were 
taken. That memory must keep us forever vigi-
lant in our efforts to prevent these atrocities 
from ever happening again. 

I am proud to note that Armenian immi-
grants found, in the United Sates, a country 
where their culture could take root and thrive. 
Most Armenians in America are children or 
grandchildren of the survivors, although there 
are still survivors among us. In my district in 
Northwest Indiana, a vibrant Armenian-Amer-
ican community has developed and strong ties 
to Armenia continue to flourish. My prede-
cessor in the House, the late Adam Benjamin, 
was of Armenian heritage, and his distin-
guished service in the House serves as an ex-
ample to the entire Northwest Indiana commu-
nity. Over the years, members of the Armenia- 
American community throughout the United 
States have contributed millions of dollars and 
countless hours of their time to various Arme-
nian causes. Of particular note are Mrs. Vicki 
Hovanessian and her husband, Dr. Raffy 
Hovanessian, residents of Indiana’s First Con-
gressional District, who have continually 
worked to improve the quality of life in Arme-
nia, as well as in Northwest Indiana. Three 
other Armenian-American families in my con-
gressional district, Dr. Aram and Mrs. Seta 
Semerdjian, Dr. Heratch and Mrs. Sonya 
Doumanian, and Dr. Ara and Mrs. Rosy 
Yeretsian, have also contributed greatly to-
ward charitable works in the United States and 
Armenia. Their efforts, together with hundreds 
of other members of the Armenian-American 
community, have helped to finance several im-
portant projects in Armenia, including the con-
struction of new schools, a mammography 
clinic, and a crucial roadway connecting Arme-
nia to Nagorno Karabagh. 

In the House, I have tried to assist the ef-
forts of my Armenian-American constituency 
by continually supporting foreign aid to Arme-
nia. This past year, with my support, Armenia 
received $84 million in U.S. aid to assist eco-
nomic and military development. In addition, 
on April 16, 2004, I joined several of my col-
leagues in signing the letter to President Bush 
urging him to honor his pledge to recognize 
the Armenian Genocide. 
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The Armenian people have a long and 

proud history. In the fourth century, they be-
came the first nation to embrace Christianity. 
During World War I, the Ottoman Empire was 
ruled by an organization known as the Young 
Turk Committee, which allied with Germany. 
Amid fighting in the Ottoman Empire’s eastern 
Anatolian provinces, the historic heartland of 
the Christian Armenians, Ottoman authorities 
ordered the deportation and execution of all 
Armenians in the region. By the end of 1923, 
virtually the entire Armenian population of 
Anatolia and western Armenia had either been 
killed or deported. 

While it is important to keep the lessons of 
history in mind, we must also remain com-
mitted to protecting Armenia from new and 
more hostile aggressors. In the last decade, 
thousands of lives have been lost and more 
than a million people displaced in the struggle 
between Armenia and Azerbaijan over 
Nagorno-Karabagh. Even now, as we rise to 
commemorate the accomplishments of the Ar-
menian people and mourn the tragedies they 
have suffered, Azerbaijan, Turkey, and other 
countries continue to engage in a debilitating 
blockade of this free nation. 

Consistently, I have testified before the For-
eign Operations Appropriations Subcommittee 
on the important issue of bringing peace to a 
troubled area of the world. I continued my 
support for maintaining the level of funding for 
the Southern Caucasus region of the Inde-
pendent States (IS), and of Armenia in par-
ticular. In addition, on February 26, 2004, I 
joined several of my colleagues in sending a 
letter to President Bush urging him to ensure 
parity in military assistance between Armenia 
and Azerbaijan. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank my col-
leagues, Representatives JOE KNOLLENBERG 
and FRANK PALLONE, for organizing this spe-
cial order to commemorate the 89th Anniver-
sary of the Armenian genocide. Their efforts 
will not only help bring needed attention to this 
tragic period in world history, but also serve to 
remind us of our duty to protect basic human 
rights and freedoms around the world. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE VIRGINIA 
RIDGE AND VALLEY ACT OF 2005 

HON. RICK BOUCHER 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BOUCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of the Virginia Ridge and Valley Act of 
2005. Southwest Virginia possesses the 
State’s best outdoor experience, with the high-
est mountains, most interesting rivers and su-
perb hunting, camping, fishing, hiking and 
backpacking opportunities. With the preserva-
tion of our region’s natural assets in mind, I 
have joined with U.S. Senator JOHN WARNER 
in introducing the Virginia Ridge and Valley 
Act of 2005. If enacted, the legislation would 
create 7 new Wilderness Areas, 2 new Na-
tional Scenic Areas and would expand 6 exist-
ing Wilderness Areas. The new or expanded 
areas would be designated in portions of 
Bland, Craig, Grayson, Giles, Lee, Mont-
gomery and Smyth Counties within the Jeffer-
son National Forest. 

Designating a tract of land as wilderness 
enables the U.S. Forest Service to preserve 

the scenic and undisturbed character of the 
landscape. Recreational activities such as 
hunting, fishing, camping, canoeing, kayaking, 
swimming, picnicking, backpacking, bird 
watching, horseback riding, cross-country ski-
ing, snowshoeing, spelunking, rock-climbing 
and many other outdoor activities would be 
continued and encouraged in the new Wilder-
ness Areas. At the same time, motorized traf-
fic and mechanized equipment would be 
banned to prevent any disruption to the eco-
systems and diverse wildlife in the areas. 

The seven proposed Wilderness Areas are: 
Stone Mountain (Cave Springs)—The Stone 

Mountain proposed Wilderness Area is a 
3,270-acre tract of land adjacent to the North 
Fork of the Powell River in Lee County. The 
property is considered to be the least dis-
turbed forest in all of Southwest Virginia and 
is home to populations of two rare salaman-
ders. The Stone Mountain and Payne Branch 
trails are included as part of the proposed Wil-
derness Area and provide convenient access 
for hikers and hunters wishing to visit the Wil-
derness Area. The trails are also connected to 
an adjacent campground at Cave Springs. 

Raccoon Branch—The Raccoon Branch 
proposed Wilderness Area is located in Smyth 
County in the Mount Rogers National Recre-
ation Area. The property contains 4,223 acres 
of extremely rugged country characterized by 
high ridges and low streams. Eight major trails 
provide excellent access for hunters, fisher-
men, hikers and horseback riders and two 
nearby campgrounds serve as convenient 
trailheads. In addition, 4.5 miles of the Appa-
lachian Trail also traverses the proposed Wil-
derness Area. 

Garden Mountain—The Garden Mountain 
proposed Wilderness Area contains 3,291 
acres of land which lies on the southern flank 
of Garden Mountain in Bland County. The 
area borders the unique geological structure of 
Burkes Garden and possesses two developed 
trails, totaling 8 miles when combined. Along 
the northern boundary, the Appalachian Trail 
leads across the summit of Garden Mountain, 
while the Lick Creek Trail provides access to 
the area along the valley bottom. 

Hunting Camp Creek—The Hunting Camp 
Creek proposed Wilderness Area encom-
passes the headwaters of both Hunting Camp 
Creek and Little Wolf Creek in Bland County 
and is characterized by its exceptionally pris-
tine nature. The area consists of 8,470 acres 
that stretch from ridge top to ridge top. The 
Appalachian Trail traverses the area in addi-
tion to two informal trails along an old logging 
railroad grade next to Hunting Camp Creek 
and along the crest of Brushy Mountain. 
Brushy Mountain forms the Southeast bound-
ary of the proposed wilderness, and Garden 
Mountain forms the northwestern edge. Vir-
ginia Routes 623, 615 and 610 complete the 
area’s boundary. 

Lynn Camp Creek—The Lynn Camp Creek 
proposed Wilderness Area is also located in 
Bland County and is 3,226 acres in size. The 
area is characterized by three parallel ridges 
which enclose the major stream valleys of Lick 
Creek and Lynn Camp Creek and provide the 
opportunity for good views. From the top of 
Lynn Camp Mountain, hikers can view Chest-
nut Ridge and the Beartown Wilderness. From 
Brushy Mountain, hikers overlook the valley of 
Lynn Camp Creek on one side and Big Walker 
Mountain on the other side. In addition, both 
Lick Creek and Lynn Camp Creek are excel-
lent brook trout waters. 

Brush Mountain—The Brush Mountain pro-
posed Wilderness Area is located in Mont-
gomery County, adjacent to the Town of 
Blacksburg and Virginia Tech. The area is 
4,794 acres in size and extends approximately 
8 miles along the northwest slope of Brush 
Mountain. The property is characterized large-
ly by its remoteness, despite its proximity to 
the suburbs of Blacksburg, providing hunters 
and hikers with a feeling of true wilderness 
solitude. 

Brush Mountain East—The Brush Mountain 
East proposed Wilderness Area is adjacent to 
the Brush Mountain proposed Wilderness Area 
and is located in Craig County. This tract is 
3,769 acres in size and shares many of the 
characteristics of its neighboring proposed Wil-
derness Area. Brush Mountain East also pos-
sesses excellent views along Craig Creek and 
Brush Mountain’s steep mountain face. 

The Virginia Ridge and Valley Act also in-
cludes the designations for two new National 
Scenic Areas. Differing from Wilderness 
Areas, the guidelines protecting National Sce-
nic Areas allow mountain biking and limited 
motorized access in certain portions of the 
Scenic Areas. At the same time, the natural 
and historic resources within the proposed Na-
tional Scenic Areas would be protected to pre-
serve the landscape. 

The proposed National Scenic Areas des-
ignated in the legislation are: 

Bear Creek—The Bear Creek proposed Na-
tional Scenic Area is located in Smyth County 
and includes 5,503 acres. The area extends 
from the crest of Walker Mountain southward 
to the crest of Brushy Mountain and includes 
the enclosed valley of Bear Creek between 
the two mountains. An extensive network of 
trails is included in the proposed area, includ-
ing more than four miles of the Appalachian 
National Scenic Trail. 

Seng Mountain—The Seng Mountain pro-
posed National Scenic Area is 6,455 acres in 
size and is located in the Mount Rogers Na-
tional Recreation Area in Smyth County. Row-
land Creek Falls, a 45-foot cascading waterfall 
is a major scenic attraction in the area. The 
area also includes a network of recreational 
trails and convenient access is provided to 
visitors via the Hurricane Campground and 
Skulls Gap Picnic Area. 

Finally, the Virginia Ridge and Valley Act 
would expand six existing Wilderness Areas to 
further protect the unique and undisturbed 
landscape of the region. 

Lewis Fork Wilderness Area in Smyth and 
Grayson Counties will be expanded to include 
an additional 308 acres. 

Little Wilson Creek Wilderness Area in 
Grayson County will be expanded by 1,845 
acres. 

Kimberling Creek Wilderness Area in Bland 
County will be expanded to include 612 addi-
tional acres of wilderness. 

Peters Mountain Wilderness Area, which is 
located in Giles County, will be expanded to 
include an additional 1,203 acres. 

Mountain Lake Wilderness Area in Giles 
and Craig Counties will be expanded by 5,476 
acres. 

Shawvers Run Wilderness Area in Craig 
County will be expanded to include an addi-
tional 2,456 acres. 

I am pleased to report that the new pro-
posed designations which are included in the 
legislation which Senator Warner and I have 
introduced have received local support. Each 
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of the proposed Wilderness and National Sce-
nic Area designations has been endorsed by 
either the U.S. Forest Service or the Board of 
Supervisors of the County in which the area 
would be located. 

The legislation has also garnered significant 
support in the U.S. House of Representatives 
by several other Virginia Congressmen. U.S. 
Representatives BOBBY SCOTT (VA–03), JIM 
MORAN (VA–08), FRANK WOLF (VA–10) and 
TOM DAVIS (VA–11) are original co-sponsors 
of the Virginia Ridge and Valley Act. I look for-
ward to working closely with my Virginia col-
leagues in both the House and the Senate to 
obtain approval for this worthy legislation. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE UJA 
FEDERATION OF BAYONNE 

HON. ROBERT MENENDEZ 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the UJA Federation of Bayonne for 
its outstanding service to the Jewish commu-
nity. The UJA Federation hosted its Holocaust 
memorial program on May 3, 2005, in New 
Jersey. 

As an umbrella organization for Jewish resi-
dents, the UJA Federation strives to support 
and sustain the local Jewish community. Apart 
from development, it focuses on issues related 
to the Holocaust and the remembrance of that 
tragic event. 

The UJA Federation of Bayonne will soon 
be hosting its Holocaust Remembrance Day 
Observance. The keynote speaker will be Ed-
ward Mosberg, a survivor of the Krakow Ghet-
to and the Plaszow and Mauthausen con-
centration camps, who will share his experi-
ence of living in Poland during World War II. 
The observance will also include readings by 
children from local Jewish schools and a can-
dle lighting ceremony by local Holocaust sur-
vivors. The day will serve as an opportunity to 
reflect on this dark hour of world history, in the 
hope that we may gain wisdom for the future 
by remembering the past. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring the UJA Federation of Bayonne for 
its support and outreach to the residents of 
New Jersey and its worthwhile efforts to honor 
the memory of those who perished in the 
Holocaust. 

f 

FLORIDA’S TENNIS SEC 
TOURNAMENT TITLES 

HON. CLIFF STEARNS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate both the University of Florida’s 
Men’s and Women’s Tennis teams on claiming 
the South Eastern Conference’s Tournament 
Titles. The second-seeded and fifth-ranked 
University of Florida men’s tennis team won 
the SEC tournament for the third time in 
school history, as the Gators defeated fifth- 
seeded and 26th ranked Tennessee on Sun-
day, April 24, 2005 at the Dan Magill Tennis 
Complex in Athens, GA. With the victory, the 

Men’s team moved to 20–5 on the year and 
earned the SEC’s automatic invitation to the 
NCAA Championships marking their 15th con-
secutive trip. Likewise, the University of Flor-
ida women’s tennis team staged an unbeliev-
able comeback rallying to win its 4th consecu-
tive and 14th overall SEC Tournament title 
with a 4–2 victory over third-ranked Kentucky, 
Sunday afternoon at the Alabama Tennis Sta-
dium. I congratulate both of Florida’s Men’s 
and Women’s tennis teams on their SEC tour-
nament title and wish them much luck as they 
head into the NCAA Tournament! 

f 

HONORING MR. JOHN PACO 

HON. CHARLES A. GONZALEZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor a young American, Mr. John Paco, of 
San Antonio who has dedicated his life to 
helping others. Nor would this be the only 
body to recognize the work of John Paco. The 
American Ambulance Association has chosen 
to honor John as a 2005 Star of Life for over 
10 years of service in emergency medicine. 
As lead supervisor for American Medical Re-
sponse at Randolph Air Force Base, John has 
been at the forefront of improving the care and 
streamlining the operations in his unit. John’s 
peers nominated him for this award because 
they know in a crisis of any sort, John can be 
counted on. Moreover, John’s attitude conveys 
to his coworkers and patients good will and 
competence. 

In situations where one’s health and liveli-
hood hang in the balance, a steady hand, a 
smile, and cool, quick efficiency can make the 
difference between surviving and serious, 
even permanent disability. The same way you 
and I go to our office and make decisions that 
may affect the lives of many Americans, John 
goes to his workplace, but the stakes are 
much higher. A fraction of a second lost or 
misused or a thousand other x-factors can 
mean immediate and irreversible change for a 
person unable to fight for his or her life. 

John’s demeanor enables him to quickly 
connect with others, a skill vital in working with 
others when the consequences can be so 
dire. One of John’s coworkers has said he will 
make the best of a bad situation which strikes 
me as a fitting description for what he does 
every time he dons his uniform. When some-
one dials 911, the situation is grave, so having 
someone as able and devoted as John on the 
scene ensures both a high level of com-
petence and care. His can-do attitude and effi-
cacy are crucial in a profession like John’s 
and his leadership inspires those who serve 
under him. 

San Antonio is proud to have one of its own 
commended, especially a person who has 
given so selflessly of himself and has touched 
the lives of so many in our community. By giv-
ing so much of himself, John his efforts in 
helping to streamline and improve a number of 
procedures vital to the timely care of the in-
jured. The PowerPoint presentation he helped 
develop demonstrated the costs financial and 
otherwise of ambulance collisions to all in-
volved. 

TRIBUTE TO BISHOP WALTER H. 
RICHARDSON 

HON. KENDRICK B. MEEK 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pride that I rise to pay tribute to Bishop 
Walter H. Richardson, one of Miami-Dade 
County’s quintessential religious leaders. Dur-
ing the Annual Unity Day Celebration held at 
the Allen Chapel AME Church in Miami last 
April 24, 2005, Bishop Richardson was hon-
ored, along with other distinguished members 
of our church community. The theme: ‘‘United 
in Christ, Reaching out to Touch Others with 
God’s Love,’’ saliently symbolizes the ministry 
of this humble Man of God. 

It was in the mid 1940s when he came 
down to Miami from his native Ansonville, 
North Carolina after accepting the Lord as his 
personal Savior. Indeed, it was a unique call-
ing that evoked God’s choice: ‘‘. . . for many 
are called, but few are chosen.’’ As a young 
man, he supported himself by getting a job at 
the old Miami Sears & Roebuck Store. He got 
engaged to his sweetheart, Poseline 
McLaughlin, whom he left behind in North 
Carolina, and she later joined him in Miami 
after she also accepted the Lord. They got 
married and were soon blessed with two sons. 
Their marriage lasted for 49 years until her un-
timely demise in 1996. 

This tribute to Bishop Richardson comes at 
a time when his ministry is defined by the pri-
macy of his consecration to God’s covenant of 
love and compassion to all those hungering 
for the good news emanating from the Lord’s 
Gospel. His calling is symbolic of his readi-
ness to reach out to those who seek refuge 
and solace in the sanctuary of his Church, and 
bespeaks of God’s preeminence in the con-
duct of their lives. 

The longevity of his commitment to the less 
fortunate has become legendary. When I think 
of his early work with the civil rights move-
ment, his untiring efforts paralleled much of 
our nation’s history as we struggled through 
the harrowing challenges of racial equality and 
simple justice for all. I came to admire him for 
his understanding and empathy for the ‘‘little 
people and poor folks’’ of our community. 
Blessed with a lucid common sense and a 
quick grasp of the issues at hand, Bishop 
Richardson’s influence continues to be felt at 
a time when our community needs to put in 
perspective the agony and dissatisfaction of 
marginalized blacks and other minorities 
yearning to belong and pursue the American 
spirit of optimism. 

This is the magnificent legacy of Bishop 
Walter H. Richardson. My pride in honoring 
him today and my privilege in sharing his 
friendship are only exceeded by my gratitude 
for everything he has sacrificed on our behalf. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MR. ALLIE E. 
BROOKS, JR. 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Professor Allie. E. Brooks, Jr., 
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Principal of Wilson High School in Florence, 
S.C. Mr. Brooks is retiring after 35 years as a 
public school educator. I join the citizens of 
Florence and the students of Wilson High 
School in expressing deep appreciation and 
gratitude to him for a lifetime of magnanimous 
service. 

Mr. Barnes was born in Florence on Janu-
ary 29, 1946 to the parents of the late Allie E. 
Brooks, Sr. and Thelma H. Brooks. He is mar-
ried to Barbara Faye Eaddy Brooks, and they 
are the proud parents of three children: 
Deanna Fredrica Brooks, Thelma Susanna 
Eaddy Brooks, and Allie Eugene Brooks, III 
and a daughter-in-law, Janelle Hargrove 
Brooks. 

In 1964, Mr. Brooks began his formative 
education at Holmes Elementary School. He 
completed Wilson Junior High School, and 
graduated from Wilson High School, where he 
is currently serving his thirty-first year as prin-
cipal. A graduate of South Carolina State Uni-
versity, where he earned a Bachelors of 
Science degree in mathematics, Mr. Brooks 
received a Masters of Education degree in 
Education Administration from the University 
of South Carolina. In addition, he completed 
an Institute on the Principal and School Im-
provement at Harvard University. 

Mr. Brooks began his professional career as 
a mathematics teacher at Moore Middle 
School in Florence. That assignment was fol-
lowed by tenure as Assistant Principal at West 
Florence High School before being named 
Principal of his Alma Mater in 1974. 

Mr. Brooks is a loyal member and deacon of 
Savannah Grove Baptist Church in Effingham, 
S.C. In addition to his church leadership posi-
tions, he is an active member of the Board of 
Directors of the Florence Boys and Girls Club 
and the BB&T Bank Advisory Board. He has 
also been active in numerous civic organiza-
tions such as the Greater Florence Chamber 
of Commerce and Florence West Rotary Club, 
and served his country honorably for more 
than two years as an officer in the U.S. Army. 

His awards and commendations are numer-
ous and include: Florence Civitans ‘‘Citizen of 
the Year’’ Award, ‘‘Principal of the Year for 
2000 Award’’ by the South Carolina Associa-
tion of Secondary School Principals, and 
South Carolina ‘‘2004–05 Principal of the 
Year’’ by the South Carolina Athletic Adminis-
trators Association. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you and my col-
leagues join me in paying tribute to Mr. Allie 
E. Brooks, Jr. for the immeasurable service he 
has rendered to our country and his commu-
nity through his roles as a well loved Principal, 
highly honored civic leader and incomparable 
role model. I sincerely thank Mr. Brooks for his 
personal friendship and life-long commitment 
to helping others, and wish him a long, enjoy-
able retirement, and Godspeed. 

f 

HONORING HEAD START COMMU-
NITY PROGRAM OF MORRIS 
COUNTY, NEW JERSEY 

HON. RODNEY P. FRELINGHUYSEN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the Head Start Community Pro-
gram of Morris County, New Jersey, a vibrant 

organization I am proud to represent! On May 
4, 2005 Head Start is celebrating its Fortieth 
Anniversary. 

Founded in 1965, the Head Start Commu-
nity Program of Morris County is a nonprofit 
organization serving approximately 200 low-in-
come children between the ages of three and 
five and their families. Head Start’s com-
prehensive program continues to demonstrate 
immense success by being instrumental in 
preparing children to begin school success-
fully. They offer a comprehensive approach to 
early success in school, from medical check- 
ups to nutritional meals. 

Today, Morris County’s Head Start program 
is stronger and more successful than ever. Ei-
leen Jankunis, the Executive Director of the 
Head Start Community Program of Morris 
County, her staff, and core of dedicated volun-
teers are a testament to Head Start’s accom-
plishments. They are ensuring our children, 
those who need it most, are given the same 
opportunities as other children to get a ‘‘Head 
Start’’ in a nurturing environment. Above all, 
they are demonstrating tremendous focus and 
dedication to providing every child with the 
building blocks of learning so that they can 
succeed in school and later in life. 

Head Start is an integral part of establishing 
a sound foundation for our children. The con-
tinued success of Morris County’s Head Start 
program demonstrates that, and I am honored 
to represent their needs in Congress. Early- 
childhood development is a key component of 
our educational system, and Morris County’s 
program is doing a superb job of getting our 
kids ready for the future. 

Mr. Speaker, I am privileged to honor Morris 
County’s program. I urge you and my col-
leagues to join me in congratulating the mem-
bers of the Head Start Community Program of 
Morris County for their forty years of service! 
Again, I offer my praise and thanks to their 
dedicated trustees, administration, wonderful 
teachers, support staff, volunteers and active 
parents who work tirelessly on behalf of Head 
Start’s children. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF PAT CIMMARUSTI 

HON. ELTON GALLEGLY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. GALLEGLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
the life of Pat Cimmarusti, who died this past 
week after 87 years of service to his family, 
community and Nation. 

I have known Pat for more than 30 years, 
and he has been a good friend to my wife, 
Janice, and me. 

Pat was born in Santa Monica, California, 
on January 16, 1918. After service in the U.S. 
Army, he and Ann Smaldino married on June 
7, 1942. They celebrated their 63rd wedding 
anniversary last year. 

Pat and Ann’s first home together was a 
farm in Malibu, but as they began a family Pat 
opened a plumbing and contracting business 
and they settled in Los Angeles. In 1974, they 
opened an Italian grocery store and vegetable 
market in Hollywood with their three children. 
The store and market were an extension of 
Pat’s personality. He loved to cook steak din-
ners and make his own spaghetti sauce. 

He used to take his grandchildren to a farm 
in Oxnard to handpick tomatoes. The next 

day, Pat arose at 4 a.m. and began making 
spaghetti sauce. By the time family began to 
arrive, the sauce was halfway done and Pat 
was preparing lunch for his wife, children, 
seven grandchildren and two great-grand-
children. He had a hearty laugh, a warm 
smile, large brown eyes and great pride in his 
family. 

Community was also important to Pat. He 
was a member of the American Legion and 
Elks Club in Pasadena, a member of the Los 
Angeles Chapter of UNICO National and a 
member of the Sons of Italy in America. In 
2000, Pat was honored as one of the UNICO 
men of the year. He also was honored by Car-
dinal Roger Mahony. 

Among the events Pat cherished in his life 
was meeting President Ronald Reagan and 
being blessed, with his family, by Pope John 
Paul II in Rome. He equally cherished attend-
ing every sporting event and graduation his 
children and grandchildren were involved in. 

Pat is survived by his wife, Ann; his children 
and their spouses, Loretta Cimmarusti 
Chicoine and her husband, Richard, and Law-
rence and Amalia and Ralph and Hallie 
Cimmarusti; grandchildren, Patti Chicoine Nel-
son and her husband, Marc, and Patrick, 
Ralph, Annie, Larry, Paula and Loretta 
Cimmarusti; and great-grandchildren, Lauren 
and Grant Nelson. 

Mr. Speaker, I know my colleagues join me 
in expressing our condolences to Pat’s family 
and in honoring his loving service to family, 
community and Nation. 
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HONORING CHRIS TOMPKINS 

HON. MICHAEL BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Chris Tompkins, a young man whose 
short but extraordinary life recently came to an 
end. 

I met Chris many years ago during my first 
campaign for Congress. He held campaign 
signs for me on street comers, though the 
signs were nearly as big as him. I could tell 
then, even at such an early age, that he was 
a go-getter. I knew that Chris was a special 
young man who would achieve much. And 
achieve he did. 

Chris served as one of my congressional 
pages during his junior year of high school. He 
went on to the University of Florida, where he 
enrolled in the honors program. He became 
the University’s first Truman Scholar and later 
served as student body president of Florida’s 
law school. 

After law school, Chris worked as a legisla-
tive aide to a local state House member where 
he played an integral role in crafting the 
State’s Y2K plan. Chris then returned to 
Hillsborough County to become an agricultural 
attorney. He was elected supervisor of the 
Hillsborough Soil and Water Conservation Dis-
trict and became heavily involved in Repub-
lican politics, serving as a member of the 
county’s Republican Executive Committee for 
16 years. He also volunteered his time and 
talents to many civic causes because he 
cared about the community in which he lived. 

Chris was in the midst of a campaign for the 
Florida House of Representatives when he 
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was diagnosed with an aggressive form of leu-
kemia. Through it all, Chris kept his head high, 
often cheering up those of us trying to lift his 
spirits. He passed away last weekend sur-
rounded by the friends and family who so 
loved him. 

Mr. Speaker, my heart aches for Chris and 
his family. I hope that his mother, Betty Jo, is 
comforted by knowing that Chris enriched my 
life and the lives of others he touched. We 
shall never forget him or the long legacy he 
has left. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF POLAND’S 
MAY 3RD CONSTITUTION 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
respect that I recognize the anniversary of Po-
land’s May 3, 1791 Constitution. 

This document signified the spiritual and 
moral renovation of the Polish nation after a 
period of stagnation caused by foreign influ-
ences under the Saxon kings. It has become 
a proud and integral part of the civic and patri-
otic activities in many cities in our great coun-
try, in Poland, and throughout the world. 

To the Poles and their descendants, May 
3rd is a national holiday for it bestows upon 
the Pole a priceless heritage of humani-
tarianism, tolerance and a democratic precept 
conceived at a time when most of Europe 
lived under the existence of unconditional 
power and tyranny exemplified by Prussia and 
Russia. 

Poland’s parliamentary system actually 
began at the turn of the 15th Century, but a 
series of defensive wars, internal stresses, 
outside influences, widespread permissiveness 
and excessive concern for the rights of dissent 
brought Poland to the brink of disaster and an-
archy in the 18th Century. Urgently needed re-
forms became imperative. 

The May 3rd, 1791 Constitution was the first 
liberal constitution in Europe and the second 
in the world, after the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Following the American pattern, it estab-
lished three independent branches of govern-
ment—executive, legislative and judiciary. 
Throughout the constitution runs philosophy of 
humanitarianism and tolerance including: per-
fect and entire liberty to all people; rule by ma-
jority; secret ballot at all elections; and reli-
gious freedom and liberty. 

But, most importantly, the constitution abol-
ished the one-vote veto powers of individuals 
who would undermine proposals, for their own 
dubious reasons. 

The constitution curtailed the executive 
power of the King and State council. It forbid 
them to contract public debts, to declare war, 
to conclude definitely any treaty, or any diplo-
matic act. It only allowed the Executive branch 
to carry on negotiations with foreign courts, al-
ways with reference to the Diet (Parliament). 

In terms of democratic precepts, the May 
3rd Constitution is a landmark event in the his-
tory of Central and Eastern Europe. 

The Polish constitution was deemed too 
dangerous by the tyranny of absolutism still 
rampant in Europe. Thus Russia, Prussia and 
Austria decided to wipe out ‘‘the Polish cancer 

of freedom’’ from the face of the earth. In 
1795 partitioned Poland ceased to exist as a 
state. For 123 years of foreign occupation 
(1792–1918) and again from 1939 to 1989, 
the Third of May Constitution kept the Polish 
spirit alive as a symbol of freedom, generated 
healthy pride among people of Polish ancestry 
everywhere, and inspired them to fight to re-
gain their lost independence. 

Our very own country owes part of its being 
to the inspiration the 3rd of May Constitution 
provided. 

The principles and values set in ink were 
the very same that brought to our shores Pol-
ish freedom fighters Casimir Pulaski and 
Thaddeus Kosciuszko. For their dedication to 
the American cause, these sons of liberty are 
honored to this very day in both Poland and 
the United States, proof of the mutual loyalty 
to the philosophy and beliefs instilled in each 
country’s Constitution. 

It is for this reason that I remind my es-
teemed colleagues and constituents of the im-
portance of Poland’s Constitution of May 3, 
1791, and congratulate all the Polish Ameri-
cans in my district on this honorable day. 

f 

INTRODUCING THE GAS PRICE 
SPIKE ACT OF 2005 

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, as the sum-
mer peak driving period begins and as gas 
prices remain high, I am introducing legislation 
today to reduce the price of gasoline. The bill, 
The Gas Price Spike Act of 2005, is co-spon-
sored by 33 Members of Congress. 

The bill will address the spike in price of 
gasoline by placing a windfall profits tax on oil 
companies; giving tax credits for the purchase 
of ultra efficient vehicles; and provide federal 
grants to reduced mass transit fares. 

Consumers are being gouged at the gas 
pump. And, the only thing rising faster than 
the price of gasoline right now is the sky-
rocketing profits of the oil companies. 

Washington can no longer ignore this issue. 
High gas prices are eating away at con-
sumer’s disposable income and could lead to 
a further economic downturn. 

The bill will: Institute a windfall profit tax on 
gasoline and diesel. Such a tax is to be im-
posed on all industry profits that are above a 
reasonable profit level. This proposal would 
not increase the cost of gasoline because this 
proposal does not tax the price of gasoline. It 
only taxes excessive profits of refineries and 
distributors. Any attempt to increase prices to 
recover the lost revenue in taxes is simply 
taxed at 100% making the price increase 
worthless. 

Transfer the revenue from the windfall prof-
its tax to Americans who would buy ultra effi-
cient cars, made in America, with a tax credit. 
These will be made directly available to the 
purchaser of a car that traveled over 65 miles 
on a single gallon of gas. Today average cars 
get less than 30 miles per gallon. 

Establishes a broad based, far reaching pro-
gram to promote mass rail transit inter- an 
intra-city. The bill makes funding available to 
regional transit authorities to offset significantly 
reduced mass transit fares during times of gas 
price spikes. 

The co-sponsors are Reps. SERRANO (D– 
NY), ABERCROMBIE (D–HI), DEFAZIO (D–OR), 
FRANK (D–MA), MCDERMOTT (D–WA), SOLIS 
(D–CA), FILNER (D–CA), CARSON (D–IN), 
GRIJALVA (D–AZ), LANTOS (D–CA), LEE (D– 
CA), MCGOVERN (D–MA), MCKINNEY (D–GA), 
WOOLSEY (D–CA), OWENS (D–NY), STRICK-
LAND (D–OH), CONYERS (D–MI), DAVIS (D–IL), 
SANDERS (I–VT), FARR (D–CA), HINCHEY (D– 
NY), EVANS (D–IL), NADLER (D–NY), KAN-
JORSKI (D–PA), SHERMAN (D–CA), LEWIS (D– 
GA), GUTIERREZ (D–IL), VISCLOSKY (D–IN), 
KILDEE (D–MI), SLAUGHTER (D–NY), KAPTUR 
(D–OH), OLVER (D–MA), STUPAK (D–MI). 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE NATIONAL 
CHAMPIONSHIP KANSAS CITY 
KANSAS COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
DEBATE TEAM 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to share with you and my colleagues 
outstanding news that, for the second straight 
year, the Kansas City Kansas Community Col-
lege [KCKCC] debate team, coached by 
Darren Elliott, has swept both community col-
lege national championships. 

Even more impressive, the 2005 KCKCC 
team won with an almost entirely new team— 
just two sophomore returnees from last year’s 
2004 national championship team. 

The KCKCC team completed its sweep by 
winning both the team and Lincoln-Douglas 
debates at the Phi Rho Pi national champion-
ships in Philadelphia after winning the CDEA 
[Cross-Examination Debate Association] Com-
munity College National Debate Championship 
title at San Francisco State University in late 
March. KCKCC dominated the Phi Rho Pi 
championships by putting both teams in the 
finals of the Policy Two-Person Debate and 
since both finalists were from the same team, 
sophomores John Bretthauer of Tonganoxie 
and Peter Lawson of Leavenworth shared first 
place honors with freshmen Clay Crockett of 
Emporia and Garrett Tuck of Overland Park. 
In addition, the KCKCC duo of Blue Valley 
freshmen Laura Koslowsky and Ashley- 
Michelle Papon took second. 

Lawson then went on to become the first 
debater ever to repeat as National Policy Lin-
coln-Douglas One-Person Debate champion 
by finishing undefeated throughout the tour-
nament. KCKCC entered 4 persons in the 
event with all 4 making it to the elimination 
rounds, with Tuck and Koslowsky closing out 
the finals with Crockett finishing third. In win-
ning the CEDA title, Tuck, Bretthauer and 
Crockett were named to the All-American first 
team and Lawson to the second team. They 
were joined on the national championship 
team by Kyle Bragdon, Papon and Koslowsky. 
At an open meet that debated the topic, ‘‘How 
the U.S. should reduce fossil fuel consump-
tion,’’ KCKCC won the title by defeating 4-year 
teams from West Virginia, Vanderbilt, San 
Francisco State, Towson, Eastern New Mex-
ico, Vermont, Rochester, Cal-State Chico, and 
Georgia State. 

With all 5 freshmen returning next year, I 
look forward to the KCKCC debate team win-
ning 3 in a row! The team was honored at a 
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reception hosted by Governor Kathleen 
Sebelius at the Kansas State Capitol in To-
peka, and I am proud to have this opportunity 
to add to their well-deserved accolades by en-
tering this statement into today’s CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. 

f 

A PROCLAMATION RECOGNIZING 
LIEUTENANT ROY ZALETSKI 

HON. ROBERT W. NEY 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker: 
Whereas, Lieutenant Roy Zaletski has com-

pleted his tour in the Navy’s House Liaison Of-
fice; and 

Whereas, Lieutenant Roy Zaletski has dem-
onstrated a commitment to meeting challenges 
with dedication, confidence, and outstanding 
service; and 

Whereas, Lieutenant Roy Zaletski will con-
tinue in his service to the United States of 
America as Assistant Air Detachment Officer 
on the USS NEW ORLEANS; and 

Whereas, in this post Lieutenant Roy 
Zaletski will protect our great Nation and play 
an important role in the War on Terrorism. 

Therefore, I am honored to join with Mem-
bers of Congress and Congressional Staff in 
recognizing a true patriot, Lieutenant Roy 
Zaletski. 

f 

IN HONOR OF BRETT HARDWOOD 

HON. ROBERT MENENDEZ 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor Brett Harwood for his outstanding ac-
complishments in the business world, his com-
mitment to serving the community, and his 
generous philanthropy. Mr. Harwood will be 
honored for his impressive and visionary work 
by Liberty Health at its annual gala on May 5, 
2005, in New Jersey. 

A successful businessman, Mr. Harwood 
helps run his family’s company, Harwood 
Properties, LLC, which is based out of Jersey 
City, New Jersey. Founded in 1920, the busi-
ness has been passed down through the gen-
erations and continues to flourish. Mr. Har-
wood has achieved great success in the park-
ing services industry. Apart from his work in 
New Jersey, he currently serves as director of 
the National Parking Association in Wash-
ington, DC. 

Throughout the years, Mr. Harwood has 
combined his strong leadership skills with his 
desire to support and develop multiple com-
munity and charitable organizations. As the 
former vice-chairman of the Liberty Health 
Board of Trustees, he gave his time and en-
ergy to ensure the completion of the Jersey 
City Medical Center-Wilzig Hospital. Addition-
ally, he made the first donation to the Capitol 
Campaign, which has raised 16 million dollars 
to support the new medical center. Mr. Har-
wood has also generously donated to the Jew-
ish Home and Rehabilitation Center and to 
Franklin and Marshall College. 

Actively involved in the community, Mr. Har-
wood is a member of Temple Sharey Telfilo 

Israel in South Orange, the Ben Franklin soci-
ety, and the Franklin and Marshall Leadership 
Council. 

Mr. Harwood was born in Orange, New Jer-
sey and holds a bachelor’s degree in govern-
ment. He graduated with his J.D. from Temple 
University Law School and was admitted to 
the New Jersey Bar that same year. Before 
joining Harwood Properties, LLC, he worked at 
various law firms, concentrating on creditor’s 
rights. He and his wife, Margie, are the proud 
parents of two children and are celebrating 
their 35th wedding anniversary this year. 
When Mr. Harwood is not busy with his busi-
ness and community affairs, he spends his 
free time sailing, traveling, and relaxing on the 
beach. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring Brett Harwood for his dedication to 
serving others, his admirable work in the com-
munity, and his great efforts to improve the 
quality of life for people of New Jersey. 

f 

HOLOCAUST REMEMBRANCE DAY 

HON. SHERROD BROWN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, today 
marks the national commemoration of Holo-
caust Remembrance Day. Six million Jews 
were murdered as a result of state-sponsored, 
systematic persecution. 

The Holocaust is not just a story of destruc-
tion and loss; it is a story of an apathetic world 
and a few individuals of extraordinary courage. 
It is a remarkable story of the human spirit 
that thrived before the Holocaust, struggled 
during its darkest hours, and ultimately pre-
vailed as survivors rebuilt their lives. 

Holocaust Remembrance Day is a vehicle 
for honoring the victims of the Holocaust and 
reminding us all of what can happen to civ-
ilized people when bigotry, hatred and indiffer-
ence reign. 

This year’s observance marks the 60th An-
niversary of the end of World War II in Eu-
rope. On VE Day, those living in Allied Coun-
tries celebrated the end of the war. Those im-
prisoned in concentration camps had lost too 
much and seen too much evil to celebrate. 

The history of the Holocaust offers an op-
portunity to reflect on the moral responsibilities 
of individuals, societies, and governments. We 
should always remember the terrible events of 
the Holocaust and remain vigilant against ha-
tred, persecution, and tyranny. 

We must actively rededicate ourselves to 
the principles of individual freedom in a just 
society. 

The Jewish Holocaust revealed to the world 
the horrors man can perpetrate if racial and 
religious hatred are allowed to fester in the 
heart of society. 

As we remember those who were killed be-
cause of racial and religious hatred, we must 
act to stop these crimes against humanity 
today. 

Civilians in Sudan are being systematically 
murdered, raped and brutalized by the govern-
ment and other forces. And yet, the world has 
not acted. Last July, the House recognized 
these atrocities but has done little to intervene. 
The United States and the international com-
munity have an obligation to end this humani-
tarian crisis. 

While we reflect on the Holocaust and its 
victims, and honor the survivors, rescuers and 
liberators, we should strive to overcome intol-
erance and indifference through learning, un-
derstanding, and remembrance. 

f 

HONORING DOOLITTLE’S RAIDERS 

HON. ROB SIMMONS 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday, 
April 16, 2005, I had the privilege of honoring 
members of the famous Doolittle’s Raiders, 
who held their annual reunion this year in 
Mystic, Connecticut, which I am proud to rep-
resent in this House. 

On December 7, 1941, at Pearl Harbor, the 
United States was attacked by Japan. On April 
18, 1942, the United States struck back di-
rectly at the enemy. On that day, Lt. Col. 
James Harold Doolittle and his co-pilot, Rich-
ard Cole, and their comrades-in-arms con-
ducted their heroic raid. 

On April 16, I was joined by many others at 
the Mystic Liberty Pole to honor these men 
and their courage. During the observance Boy 
Scout Troop 76 raised a ceremonial flag and 
a plaque was dedicated by Stonington First 
Selectman William Brown. It was my honor to 
present the Raiders with a congressional coin 
and a citation. 

The air raid was the first strike against the 
Japanese mainland. It was a relatively small 
action, only 16 bombers dropping 32 bombs 
over five cities. But it elevated America’s mo-
rale because it demonstrated that we had the 
ability to strike back. However, the raid was 
not without cost. None of the 80 combatants 
landed safely after the raid. Eleven crews had 
to bail out over China, three into the water, 
one crash-landed and another landed in the 
Soviet Union where the crew was held cap-
tive. 

An eastern Connecticut newspaper, The 
Day, wrote about the sacrifices made by 
Doolittle’s Raiders. The newspaper said, ‘‘The 
history books recount how eight Doolittle Raid-
ers were taken captive by the Japanese and 
how four were released at the end of the war. 
But they don’t talk about the conditions the air-
men endured, locked alone in tiny cells, their 
only contact with the outside world the tray of 
slop that was shoved through the door every 
day. If you want a sense of what it was like, 
lock yourself in your bathroom for two years 
and nine months, retired Lt. Col. Chase J. 
Nielsen told about 1,000 high school students 
who gathered Friday in Leamy Hall at the 
Coast Guard Academy. ‘You eat like a pig, 
and you live like one,’ Nielsen said.’’ 

This is the story of men who demonstrated 
heroism of inconceivable dimension. They 
took action against an enemy whose military 
machine was spreading across the Pacific. 
Not only did the Raiders’ bold attack rally 
American spirits at home, it struck fear into the 
Japanese Imperial High Command, forcing 
them to redeploy troops back to the homeland. 
This helped turn the tide of the war and led to 
our eventual victory. 

It was appropriate that we gathered at the 
Mystic Liberty Pole. It is a place of patriotism 
and public spirit. We honored those patriotic 
and public spirited men because they volun-
teered so many years ago to put their lives on 
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the line for the liberty we all enjoy today. If not 
for their sacrifice, our world would be a far dif-
ferent place. 

May God bless them all for what they did, 
keep them in good health, and may God Bless 
America. 

f 

SALUTE TO DR. PEGGY CHABRIAN 

HON. JOHN L. MICA 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize and honor Dr. Peggy Chabrian, who is 
President and Founder of Women in Aviation, 
International. The organization was incor-
porated in 1994 following the success of the 
annual International Women in Aviation Con-
ference conducted in 1990. 

With Peggy Chabrian commitment the con-
ference began with 150 participants in 1990 
and today that organization has grown to more 
than 3,000 attendees. Women in Aviation 
International now represents over 7,000 
women and men from all segments of the 
aviation industry including general, corporate, 
commercial and military. Women in Aviation 
International is the premier organization in rec-
ognizing women’s accomplishments in avia-
tion. They not only highlight accomplishments 
by women but also provide a substantial num-
ber of educational scholarships and aviation 
vocational opportunities for women. 

A long-time aviation enthusiast and profes-
sional aviation educator. Dr. Chabrian is a 
commercial/instrument multi-engine pilot and 
flight instructor who has been flying for over 
20 years. Most recently she added helicopter 
and seaplane ratings to her flight qualifica-
tions. 

Dr. Chabrian has held many top positions in 
aviation education including her tenure at 
Embry-Riddle Aeronautical University and her 
Chair of the aviation department at Georgia 
State University in Atlanta, Georgia. Dr. 
Chabrian was the second woman to ever hold 
the position of dean of an engineering school 
in the United States. She is currently also the 
publisher of Aviation for Women magazine. 

The recipient of numerous aviation and edu-
cation awards, Dr. Chabrian has received the 
FAA Administrator’s Award for Excellence in 
Aviation Education and the Civic Award from 
the American Institute of Aeronautics and As-
tronautics. She has been inducted into the 
Crown Circle of the National Congress on 
Aviation and Space Education. In December 
2001 she received the Vision Award from 
Business and Commercial Aviation magazine. 

Dr. Chabrian is active in numerous aviation 
organizations and serves as a member of sev-
eral boards including the Centennial of Flight 
Advisory Board, the Experimental Aircraft As-
sociation Foundation and the Museum of Avia-
tion. She is the past president and board 
member of the University Aviation Association. 

I know that other Members of Congress join 
me in congratulating Peggy Chabrian on her 
untiring efforts in promoting and recognizing 
women in aviation. 

HELP AMERICA VOTE ACT 
AMENDMENTS BILL 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
be an original cosponsor of the comprehen-
sive Voting Opportunity and Technology En-
hancement Rights Act of 2005 (H.R. 533), in-
troduced by Judiciary Committee Ranking 
Member JOHN CONYERS. Rep. CONYERS’ new 
bill amends and improves the Help America 
Vote Act of 2002 (HAVA), enacted after the 
chaos of the 2000 presidential election. Con-
gressman CONYERS has done the Nation an 
important service by systematically reviewing 
HAVA (including conducting his own hearings 
here and elsewhere in the country) against the 
actual experience of the 2004 elections. 

The three amendments to HAVA that I intro-
duce today similarly arose out of my own ex-
perience during the 2004 elections here in the 
District of Columbia and campaigning in other 
parts of the country during the 2004 presi-
dential elections. The first, Section 303A, is an 
amendment that responds to long lines 
throughout the country, which may have de-
terred significant numbers of voters. This 
amendment to HAVA would require states to 
permit counties or other subdivisions upon re-
quest to begin voting prior to the scheduled 
date of an election. During the recent election, 
some subdivisions had voting machines that 
were modern and plentiful, while other jurisdic-
tions in the same state were burdened with 
scarce and out-of-date machines, resulting in 
long lines. In the pivotal state of Ohio, which 
determined the outcome of the close 2004 
presidential election, the controversy was 
deepened by reports that lines were particu-
larly long in counties where there were large 
minority populations compared with largely 
white counties. 

One reason for the difference is that in 
many states, voting machines are purchased 
by counties or other subdivisions. Differences 
in income levels, tax bases and other issues 
often result in large disparities within the same 
state in the availability of machines. Small 
changes in the day voting begins can help 
eliminate these disparities and the lines that 
can discourage the exercise of the right to 
vote, without the often significant capital in-
vestment in new equipment. 

Section 2 of my bill adds a section to HAVA 
that responds to calls to my office concerning 
absentee ballots which inadvertently did not 
include postage, or had insufficient postage. 
This section requires officials to accept such 
absentee ballots. Postage mistakes may be 
made depending on the number of issues on 
the ballot and the resulting size and weight of 
the envelope containing the ballot. The cost to 
authorities, if any, is de minimis. There should 
be no doubt that such ballots should be count-
ed. 

Section 3 amends HAVA to eliminate the 
confusion when first-time or infrequent voters 
or others go to incorrect voting sites or when 
the usual voting site has been changed. To 
encourage voting, voters registered anywhere 
in the state could cast a provisional ballot and 
have it counted and verified. However, voters 
would be told the correct polling site to allow 
the option of going to the correct site and 

thereby avoiding any doubt that their ballots 
would be counted. 

The 2000 presidential election was a calam-
ity of such historic proportions that it cast 
doubt on the validity of the election of the 
President of the United States and led to the 
enactment of HAVA. The continuing problems 
in the 2004 elections were serious, unaccept-
able, and controversial. Although that election 
also was close, it did not have the razor thin 
margin of 2000 that delayed certification and 
settlement of the final result through a Su-
preme Court decision. However, the 2004 
elections were another close call that yielded 
bitter controversy. Congress must be willing to 
learn from our continuing experience to make 
improvements in protecting the right to vote as 
they are needed. My bill simply uses the expe-
rience from my own district and elsewhere to 
contribute to this effort. 

f 

HONORING MRS. JESSIE HALE 
DOWNS 

HON. ARTUR DAVIS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the exceptional leadership, 
character, and outstanding achievements of 
Mrs. Jessie Hale Downs. 

In 1944, a young couple expecting their first 
child began a ministry known as the Jimmie 
Hale Mission with the purpose of reaching out 
to the poor in downtown Birmingham. The 
couple did not have much material wealth, but 
what they lacked in money they made up in vi-
sion. Unfortunately, the young husband 
passed away eight months later, leaving his 
27-year-old wife and unborn daughter wid-
owed and fatherless. 

A single, homeless mother, Jessie Hale re-
solved to continue the ministry. Serving as the 
Executive Director for 46 years, Miss Jessie 
shepherded the Mission to its present state of 
6 different facilities in central Alabama. Mrs. 
Downs has touched the lives of countless 
men, women, and children through her self-
less acts of compassion and charity. 

Now 88 years old, Miss Jessie remains the 
matriarch of the Jimmie Hale Mission. She 
continues to travel around central Alabama 
speaking about the vision and ministry of the 
Mission. She is the epitome of compassionate 
activism, and I am proud to call her one of my 
constituents. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, while I 
was with my son and daughter-in-law during 
the birth of their daughter, the House consid-
ered an important vote on the ethics rules 
governing the House. Being with my family 
during the birth of Kate was a thrilling experi-
ence, and I am grateful for the blessing she 
has already been to our extended family. 

Had I been present for Rollcall Vote #145, 
I would have joined my 20 colleagues in op-
posing the change in the rules. The changes 
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proposed at the beginning of the 109th Con-
gress made sense, and should have been im-
plemented. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL TRIBUTE—50TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE U.S. NA-
TIONAL SKI HALL OF FAME AND 
MUSEUM 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the United States National Ski Hall of 
Fame and Museum that honors the birthplace 
of the national sport of skiing in Ishpeming, 
Michigan. The National Ski Hall of Fame and 
Museum is celebrating 50 years of honoring 
the history and the sport of skiing along with 
the athletes, coaches and supporters of the 
U.S. Ski and Snowboard Association (USSA). 

The USSA, originally known as the National 
Ski Association (NSA), first considered a na-
tional ski museum in 1938 during a national 
convention. With great support, historian Har-
old Grinden thought it was appropriate for 
Ishpeming to be the site for the building be-
cause in 1904 the local Ishpeming Ski Club 
founded the national group making it the birth-
place of organized skiing in the United States. 
However, due to World War II, the NSA could 
not begin building the museum until 1947. 
After 6 years of organizing, designing and 
construction, the museum was finally dedi-
cated in February 1954. 

It was that year that Grinden proposed hon-
oring the ‘‘greats’’ of their sport through an in-
duction into a ‘‘Hall of Fame’’ as many other 
national sports were doing at the time. Then in 
1955, the National Ski Museum’s name was 
changed to the U.S. National Ski Hall of Fame 
and Museum. To date, the Hall of Fame 
proudly displays photos and short bios of 342 
inductees. 

In the 1980’s space became a problem for 
the U.S. National Ski Hall of Fame and Mu-
seum. In 1992, the group opened their doors 
to a new structure over 6 times larger than the 
original building. With the additional space, the 
Museum was able to feature newly designed 
depictions of such historic events as Nor-
wegian ‘‘ski troopers’’ carrying infant Prince 
Haakon over mountains to safety in 1206 and 
a mural by local artist Roger Junak of the 
American 10th Mountain Division in WWII dur-
ing the ferocious battles of the Italian Cam-
paign. It also displays a WWII ‘‘weasel’’, used 
as a groomer in its early years, as well as var-
ious forms of uphill transportation and a his-
toric timeline of the development of skiing. 

The current building with its ‘‘ski-hill’’ sloped 
roof remains in Ishpeming, Michigan and en-
compasses a gift shop, library of more than 
1,300 books, magazines and videos, as well 
as an auditorium featuring a 20-minute ori-
entation for visitors. Early medals won by fa-
mous athletes of the sport are displayed with 
pride along with the most modern of ski equip-
ment emphasizing the growth of the sport 
through the years. The most historic reference 
in the collection is a replica of a ski and pole 
dug out of a Swedish bog dating back to some 
4000 years. 

The U.S. National Ski Hall of Fame and Mu-
seum rightly honors the legacy and athletic 

greatness that has graced this sport through 
history. Mr. Speaker, I ask the United States 
House of Representatives to join me in con-
gratulating the U.S. National Ski Hall of Fame 
and Museum on their first 50 years and in 
wishing them success in the future as they 
continue to honor the past. 

f 

REINTRODUCTION OF BILL TO FA-
CILITATE ACQUISITION OF MIN-
ERAL RIGHTS AT ROCKY FLATS 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I am 
today reintroducing a bill to facilitate the acqui-
sition by the federal government of mineral 
rights or other non-Federal interests in lands 
that are located within the boundaries of the 
Rocky Flats site in Colorado. 

The bill is cosponsored by my Colorado col-
league, Representative BEAUPREZ. It is iden-
tical to a bill we cosponsored in the 108th 
Congress. 

BACKGROUND 
In the 1950s, the Federal Government 

bought land at Rocky Flats for use as a pro-
duction facility for nuclear-weapon compo-
nents. However, the purchase did not include 
all the mineral rights, some of which remained 
in private ownership. 

Production at Rocky Flats ended more than 
a decade ago. Since then, the Department of 
Energy, through its contractors, has been 
working to have the site cleaned up and 
closed. 

ROCKY FLATS WILDLIFE REFUGE ACT 
In 2001, Congress passed legislation I 

sponsored with Senator WAYNE ALLARD to 
guide the future of Rocky Flats. Under that 
legislation—the Rocky Flats National Wildlife 
Refuge Act of 2001—once the cleanup and 
closure are accomplished, most of the land at 
Rocky Flats will be transferred from the De-
partment of Energy to the Department of the 
Interior and will be managed as a unit of the 
National Wildlife Refuge System. 

The refuge act includes some provisions re-
lated to the non-Federal minerals—primarily 
sand and gravel—at Rocky Flats. It says 
‘‘nothing in this [law] limits any valid, existing 
. . . mineral right’’ except for ‘‘such reasonable 
conditions on access . . . as are appropriate 
for the cleanup and closure of Rocky Flats 
and for the management of the refuge.’’ And 
it says that a Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) between DOE and Interior is to ‘‘ad-
dress the impacts’’ mineral rights ‘‘may have 
on the management of the refuge, and provide 
strategies for resolving or mitigating these im-
pacts.’’ 

These provisions were included in the ref-
uge act in order to make clear that while these 
mineral rights are to be respected as private 
property, future development of the minerals 
could have adverse effects on the land, wild-
life habitat, and other values of the future wild-
life refuge. That is why Congress directed the 
agencies to consider these potential future ef-
fects and work to find ways to mitigate those 
impacts. 

So far, however, the Energy and Interior De-
partments have not been able to agree on 
what to do about the minerals. 

I think the best way to handle this would be 
for the federal government to acquire the min-
erals. However, neither DOE nor Interior has 
made this a priority, and the current budgetary 
situation places constraints on such acquisi-
tions. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 
The Udall-Beauprez bill is intended to make 

it more feasible for the Interior Department to 
acquire some or all of the minerals. It would 
do that by giving the Secretary of the Interior 
two additional methods (either instead of or in 
addition to purchase for cash) for completing 
such acquisitions— 

(1) by giving ‘‘credits’’ that could be used in-
stead of cash to pay for oil and gas leases on 
the Outer Continental Shelf; and 

(2) by allowing federal lands or minerals 
anywhere in the country to be exchanged for 
the Rocky Flats minerals (under current law, 
such exchanges can only occur within the 
same state—Colorado lands/minerals for other 
Colorado lands/minerals). 

The bill has no compulsory provisions. It 
would not require that any of the non-Federal 
interests at Rocky Flats be acquired by the 
government. It also would not require anyone 
to accept anything other than cash for any in-
terests that the government may acquire—any 
transaction involving the new ‘‘credits’’ or any 
exchange could take place only with the con-
currence of the party selling minerals to the 
United States. It would merely provide the In-
terior Department with new tools—in addition 
to those it already has—for such acquisitions. 

In addition, the bill includes a provision to 
make clear that the Federal government can-
not expand the Rocky Flats site by obtaining 
any non-Federal lands or interests in lands 
that are outside the site’s boundaries except 
with the consent of the owners of those lands 
or interests. 

In developing the original bill, I sought and 
obtained technical assistance from the Interior 
Department, gave careful consideration to 
comments from local governments and others 
in Colorado, and made revisions to earlier 
drafts of the legislation in response to points 
raised in those comments. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill—the ‘‘Rocky Flats Min-
erals Acquisition Act’’—is narrow in scope. 
However, I think it can assist in successful im-
plementation of something that is very impor-
tant for all Coloradans—the establishment of 
the Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refuge. I 
think it deserves the support of every Member 
of the House. 

For the information of our colleagues, here 
is a short outline of the revised bill: 

OUTLINE OF ROCKY FLATS MINERALS ACQUISITION BILL 
BACKGROUND 

When the ongoing cleanup of the Rocky 
Flats site is completed, it will be closed and 
most of the site will be transferred to the In-
terior Department for management as a Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge. Within the site’s 
boundaries there are some privately-owned 
mineral rights (primarily sand and gravel). 
Federal acquisition of at least some of these 
mineral rights would further sound manage-
ment of the site as a wildlife refuge. How-
ever, the current budgetary situation makes 
it difficult to complete such acquisition. 

The purpose of the bill is to provide the In-
terior Department with two additional tools 
to assist in the acquisition of mineral rights 
or other non-Federal property at Rocky 
Flats: authority to provide ‘‘credits’’ (in-
stead of or in addition to cash) that could be 
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used for bonus bids or royalties for mineral 
leases on the Outer Continental Shelf; and 
authority to provide eligible BLM lands (or 
interests) anywhere in the country in ex-
change for the interests acquired at Rocky 
Flats (waiving the current requirement that 
exchanges must be within the same state). 

SECTION-BY-SECTION OUTLINE 
Section 1— 
(1) provides a short title: ‘‘Rocky Flats 

Minerals Acquisition Act.’’ 
(2) includes findings regarding the status of 

Rocky Flats and the desirability of federal 
acquisition of mineral interests within its 
boundaries 

(3) states the bill’s purpose as being to fa-
cilitate acquisition of non-Federal interests 
at Rocky Flats by authorizing the Interior 
Department to use credits or interests in 
certain public lands—provided that the own-
ers of the acquired lands or interests con-
cur—instead of or in addition to cash. 

Section 2— 
(1) authorizes the Interior Department to 

use appropriated funds, credits (with the 
concurrence of the party transferring lands 
or interests to the United States), exchanged 
lands or interests therein, or any combina-
tion of these, to acquire mineral interests or 
other non-Federal interests at Rocky Flats, 

(2) defines ‘‘credits,’’ making clear that 
they can only be used for bonus bids or roy-
alty payments for oil or gas leases on the 
Outer Continental Shelf, can be transferred, 
and must be used within 10 years of their 
issuance; 

(3) specifies that while exchanges can in-
volve BLM lands or interests in any State, 
only lands or interests identified as suitable 
for disposal under current law can be trans-
ferred to private ownership through such an 
exchange; 

(4) specifies that no lands or interests 
therein outside the exterior boundaries of 
Rocky Flats can be acquired by the United 
States for the purposes of the Rocky Flats 
National Wildlife Refuge Act except with the 
consent of the owners of such lands or inter-
ests. 

(5) provides that interests acquired by the 
United States under the bill will be managed 
as part of the wildlife refuge and cannot be 
developed or transferred out of Federal own-
ership; and 

(6) specifies that the bill adds to the Inte-
rior Department’s existing authority and 
does not reduce any authority the Depart-
ment already has. 

f 

CONGRATULATING LOGAN 
MANKINS ON BEING DRAFTED 
BY NEW ENGLAND PATRIOTS 

HON. GEORGE RADANOVICH 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Logan Mankins on his 
selection by the New England Patriots in the 
2005 NFL Draft. Mr. Mankins was selected by 
the Patriots in the first round of the Draft on 
April 23, 2005. 

Mr. Mankins is a native of my hometown, 
Cathey’s Valley, in Mariposa County. He at-
tended Mariposa County High School, where 
he excelled in football and basketball. He was 
a two-year, two-way starter at linebacker and 
tight end for the Grizzly football team and was 
the team MVP, as well as an all-league selec-
tion. 

In 2001 Mr. Mankins began a three-year ca-
reer at Fresno State. During his career he 

played as a left tackle on the offensive line, 
protecting the quarterback from opposing de-
fenses. In 2004 he was a second-team All- 
American selection and was also named to 
Sports Illustrated’s All-Bowl team. He was the 
first offensive lineman ever to be named team 
MVP for Fresno State. In his final 387 passing 
plays, he did not allow a single sack. 

Mr. Mankins is the first football player ever 
drafted by the NFL from Mariposa County. He 
was selected by the Patriots to play guard on 
the offensive line. I am sure pro-football will be 
more exciting this year for the people of 
Mariposa County, as they watch a friend and 
neighbor playing for one of the most pres-
tigious teams in America. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Logan Mankins on his well-earned success. I 
urge my colleagues to join me in celebrating 
his remarkable accomplishment. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ALS AWARENESS 
MONTH AND THE ALS ASSOCIA-
TION OF GEORGIA 

HON. JOHN LEWIS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to draw attention to amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis (ALS), often known as Lou Gehrig’s 
disease. ALS is a progressive disorder that 
occurs when motor nerve cells in the central 
nervous system cease functioning and die. 
Each year, over 5,000 people in the United 
States are diagnosed with this illness. There 
are 600 patients in Georgia alone. Sadly, 
there is no known cause, cure, or means of 
control in the advanced stages, ALS care can 
cost up to $200,000 per year, depleting the fi-
nancial resources of patients and relatives. 

In Georgia, families impacted by ALS are 
blessed to have the support of The ALS Asso-
ciation of Georgia, which is a non-profit orga-
nization dedicated to the fight against ALS and 
the support of patients and their caregivers. 
Over 80% of all monies raised goes directly to 
patient services. Services offered include infor-
mation and referrals, home nursing visits, sup-
port groups, coordination of medical care, 
equipment loan, children’s counseling, respite 
care, public education and awareness, and re-
search support. The suffering of patients and 
the anguish and struggle of caregivers must 
be supported and alleviated as much as pos-
sible. 

I commend The ALS Association of Georgia 
for all of their good work in serving patients 
with this devastating disease. During the 
month of May, which is ALS Awareness 
Month, I urge all citizens and my colleagues 
here in Congress to become educated about 
ALS and to lend their aid to combating this 
disease. 

RECOGNIZING THE 60TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF VICTORY IN EUROPE 
(V–E) DAY DURING WORLD WAR 
II 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JERROLD NADLER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, May 3, 2005 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, sixty years 
ago the guns and bombs in Europe fell silent, 
and President Truman announced victory over 
Europe to a proud and free world. 

I rise today to commemorate the 60th anni-
versary of this great and very important day, 
and to recognize the sacrifices and accom-
plishments of the men and women who so 
bravely served to defeat hate and aggression. 

I join millions of people participating in thou-
sands of events, in New York City, all across 
the United States, and around the world, in 
observing and honoring the courage of Amer-
ican service-members, allied soldiers, and 
homefront workers. 

During April 1945, allied forces led by the 
United States overran Nazi Germany from the 
west while Russian forces advanced from the 
east. On April 25, American and Russian 
troops met at the Elbe River. After 6 years of 
war, suffering, and devastation, Nazi Germany 
was formally defeated a few days later on May 
8, 1945. 

It was a bittersweet victory. Over 400,000 
American soldiers died in World War II; 
350,000 British soldiers gave their lives; and a 
staggering 20 million Russian soldiers and ci-
vilians perished in the war fighting German ag-
gression on their home soil. The war also 
brought about the most horrendous systematic 
murder which humanity has ever known, the 
Holocaust. 

In memory of all the victims of World War II, 
it is our duty to raise our voices as one and 
say to the present and future generations that 
no one has the right to remain indifferent to 
anti-Semitism, xenophobia and racial or reli-
gious intolerance. 

This is an occasion to remember and com-
memorate. We must remember why the war 
was fought, remember the victims and heroes, 
and thank those who fought so hard and sac-
rificed so much. 

V–E Day marked the promise of a peaceful 
future for a Europe ravaged by unspeakable 
horror and war. Although freedom did not 
come to every European nation following the 
defeat of Nazi Germany, today we stand at 
the threshold of a very hopeful future based 
on sovereignty, democracy, freedom and co-
operation. 

Madam Speaker, I take this opportunity to 
honor those individuals who gave their lives 
during the liberation of Europe, to thank the 
veterans of World War II, and to commemo-
rate the defeat of Nazism and Fascism by 
freedom-loving people. 

HONORING DR. PORTIA HOLMES 
SHIELDS 

f 

HON. SANFORD D. BISHOP, JR. 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I rise in recognition of a true leader, 
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scholar and public servant, Dr. Portia Holmes 
Shields. While we cannot claim her as a na-
tive of our State her extraordinary service as 
the seventh President of Albany State Univer-
sity has proven that she not only made Geor-
gia her home these past nine years, she made 
it better. 

When Dr. Shields first became President of 
Albany State University in 1996, she not only 
faced the challenge of being the first woman 
in that role, she confronted a campus ravaged 
by floodwaters. She met the challenge head- 
on and spearheaded a $153 million flood-re-
covery program that brought new life to the 
Southwest Georgia institution. Yet beyond im-
provements to the university’s face and phys-
ical structure, under the direction of Dr. 
Shields, Albany State University has become 
an institution to be proud of. 

Today, enrollment is up nearly 20 percent 
as Albany State maintains the third-highest re-
tention rate among the University System of 
Georgia’s 34 colleges and universities. Since 
the fall of 1996, the average SAT scores of in-
coming freshmen also jumped by more than 
120 points. By following her own personal mis-
sion of putting students first, Dr. Shields has 
helped recruit the best and brightest and has 
added three new undergraduate programs at 
the institution including the state of Georgia’s 
only forensic science program. In addition, her 
prowess as a fundraiser has been instru-
mental in making her vision for the University 
possible today and into the future. 

This Friday, May 6, 2005, I will join Albany 
State University in honoring Dr. Portia Holmes 
Shields and wishing her continued future suc-
cess in whatever path she might choose. 
However, here in this hallowed hall, I rise on 
behalf of the city of Albany, the Second Con-
gressional District and the State of Georgia to 
honor the extraordinary contribution that Dr. 
Shields has made to our community and to 
the many students whose lives she has 
touched. She will be truly missed. 

f 

SMALL BUSINESS BILL OF RIGHTS 
AND SMALL BUSINESS WEEK 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to offer my support for the Small Busi-
ness Bill of Rights (H. Res. 22). 

I think it is time we help small businesses 
so they can in turn help themselves. Small 
business owners desperately need our help in 
ensuring they can provide their employees 
with the best possible benefits. 

What better time to consider this bill than on 
National Small Business Week. I would be re-
miss if I did not mention that last year’s Small 
Business Person of the year was from Colum-
bus, Georgia. Sheree W. Mitchell started with 
an SBA loan in 1989 and turned her day care 
center business, Growing Room Inc., into a $5 
million per year enterprise. I think Sheree 
should be a poster child for small businesses. 
She has proven that with persistence and en-
trepreneur thinking it is possible to build a suc-
cessful enterprise from scratch. 

I also want to congratulate the 2005 SBA 
Award winners for the state of Georgia: Tom 
Eaves, President and CEO of Star Software 

Systems Corporation in Warner Robins, Geor-
gia—Small Business Person of the Year; Win 
Roshell, Minority Small Business Champion of 
the Year; Mountville Mills, Inc., Family-Owned 
Small Business of the Year; Amanda 
Rodriguez, Young Entrepreneur of the Year; 
C. Vance Leavy, Small Business Journalist of 
the Year. 

These folks know what it takes to success-
fully run a small business and they should be 
recognized and praised for it. They were se-
lected to be honored based on their record of 
stability, growth in employment and sales, fi-
nancial condition, innovation, response to ad-
versity, and community service. 

I am strongly supporting H. Res. 22 for peo-
ple like those I’ve just named. This piece of 
legislation clarifies Congressional support for 
seven key issues importance to every small 
business. As a former small business owner, 
I can testify to the importance of each one of 
these. These seven issues are: reducing 
health insurance costs through Association 
Health Plans, ending frivolous lawsuits, red 
tape relief, tax relief, increasing access to cap-
ital, opening access to government contracts 
and reducing energy costs. 

These issues are commonsense rights 
every small business owner deserves and I 
hope the passing of this resolution will bring 
awareness to the seven areas this resolution 
addresses. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to co-sponsor and 
vote for the Small Business Bill of Rights. 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE U.S. 
SKI AND SHOWBOARD ASSOCIA-
TION 

HON. BART STUPAK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a national sports organization that 
began in Ishpeming, Michigan. The United 
States Ski and Snowboard Association is the 
national governing body for Olympic skiing 
and snowboarding and is celebrating its 100th 
anniversary on May 6th. 

Originally founded as the National Ski Asso-
ciation (NSA) in 1904 by the local Ishpeming 
Ski Club, the NSA was the birthplace of orga-
nized skiing in the United States. The group 
changed their name to the United States Ski 
Association in 1962 and, as snowboarding 
grew in popularity and gained credibility as a 
sport, the final name change occurred in 1997 
to the U.S. Ski and Snowboard Association 
(USSA). 

As the governing body for U.S. Olympic ski 
and snowboarding, the USSA has been con-
solidated since 1988 with the U.S. Ski Team 
in Park City, Utah where the team has been 
based since 1974. However, as a tribute to 
the founding roots of the organization, the 
United States National Ski Hall of Fame and 
Museum is still based in Ishpeming, Michigan 
where it also celebrates its 50th anniversary 
May 6th. The Hall of Fame proudly displays 
photos and short bios of 342 inductees. 

In the one hundred year history of the 
USSA, it is proclaimed as the most diverse of 
any Olympic Sports organization with seven 
different athletic sport programs. The USSA 
Olympic Sports programs include alpine, cross 

country, disabled, freestyle, ski jumping, Nor-
dic combined and snowboarding. The USSA 
manages 14 different men’s and women’s na-
tional teams, accounting for half of the Olym-
pic Winter Games events. 

In order to be serious international competi-
tors, the organization requires the tremendous 
number of athletes to be trained and sup-
ported by an ever larger network of people. 
The USSA is comprised of 30,000 athletes, 
coaches, officials and volunteers and more 
than 100,000 parents, supporters and devo-
tees. With this powerhouse of world class tal-
ent and support, the USSA should have no 
problem fulfilling their goal of making the 
United States of America the best in the world 
in Olympic skiing and snowboarding by 2006. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the United States House 
of Representatives to join me in congratulating 
the United States Ski and Snowboard Asso-
ciation on their first 100 years and in wishing 
them well in bringing home the Olympic spirit 
and the ‘‘gold’’ throughout the next century. 

f 

REINTRODUCTION OF THE COLO-
RADO NORTHERN FRONT RANGE 
MOUNTAIN BACKDROP PROTEC-
TION STUDY ACT 

HON. MARK UDALL 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, today 
I am again introducing the Colorado Northern 
Front Range Mountain Backdrop Protection 
Study Act. I introduced similar bills in the 
107th and 108th Congresses. 

The bill is intended to help local commu-
nities identify ways to protect the Front Range 
Mountain Backdrop in the northern sections of 
the Denver-metro area, especially the region 
just west of the Rocky Flats Environmental 
Technology site. The Arapaho-Roosevelt Na-
tional Forest includes much of the land in this 
backdrop area, but there are other lands in-
volved as well. 

Rising dramatically from the Great Plains, 
the Front Range of the Rocky Mountains pro-
vides a scenic mountain backdrop to many 
communities in the Denver metropolitan area 
and elsewhere in Colorado. The portion of the 
range within and adjacent to the Arapaho- 
Roosevelt National Forest also includes a di-
verse array of wildlife habitats and provides 
many opportunities for outdoor recreation. 

The open-space character of this mountain 
backdrop is an important esthetic and eco-
nomic asset for adjoining communities, making 
them attractive locations for homes and busi-
nesses. But rapid population growth in the 
northern Front Range area of Colorado is in-
creasing recreational use of the Arapaho-Roo-
sevelt National Forest and is also placing in-
creased pressure for development of other 
lands within and adjacent to that national for-
est. 

We can see this throughout Colorado and 
especially along the Front Range. Homes and 
shopping centers are sprawling up valleys and 
along highways that feed into the Front 
Range. This development then spreads out 
along the ridges and mountain tops that make 
up the backdrop. We are in danger of losing 
to development many of the qualities that 
have helped attract new residents. So, it is im-
portant to better understand what steps might 
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be taken to avoid or lessen that risk—and this 
bill is designed to help us do just that. 

Already, local governments and other enti-
ties have provided important protection for 
portions of this mountain backdrop, especially 
in the northern Denver-metro area. However, 
some portions of the backdrop in this part of 
Colorado remain unprotected and are at risk 
of losing their open-space qualities. This bill 
acknowledges the good work of the local com-
munities to preserve open spaces along the 
backdrop and aims to assist further efforts 
along the same lines. 

The bill does not interfere with the authority 
of local authorities regarding land use plan-
ning. It also does not infringe on private prop-
erty rights. Instead, it will bring the land pro-
tection experience of the Forest Service to the 
table to assist local efforts to protect areas 
that comprise the backdrop. The bill envisions 
that to the extent the Forest Service should be 
involved with federal lands, it will work in col-
laboration with local communities, the state 
and private parties. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly believe it is in the 
national interest for the federal government to 
assist local communities to identify ways to 
protect the mountain backdrop in this part of 
Colorado. The backdrop beckoned settlers 
westward and presented an imposing impedi-
ment to their forward progress that suggested 
similar challenges ahead. This first exposure 
to the harshness and humbling majesty of the 
Rocky Mountain West helped define a region. 
The pioneers’ independent spirit and respect 
for nature still lives with us to this day. We 
need to work to preserve it by protecting the 
mountain backdrop as a cultural and natural 
heritage for ourselves and generations to 
come. God may forgive us for our failure to do 
so, but our children won’t. 

For the information of our colleagues, I am 
attaching a fact sheet about this bill. 

COLORADO NORTHERN FRONT RANGE 
MOUNTAIN BACKDROP PROTECTION STUDY ACT 

Generally: The bill would help local com-
munities preserve the Front Range Mountain 
Backdrop in the northern sections of the 
Denver-metro area in a region generally west 
of the Rocky Flats Environmental Tech-
nology site. 

Front Range Mountain Backdrop: The 
backdrop consists of the mountainous foot-
hills, the Continental Divide and the peaks 
in between that create the striking visual 
backdrop of the Denver-metro area and 
throughout Colorado. Development in the 
Denver-metro area is encroaching in the 
Front Range backdrop area, and thus ad-
versely affecting the esthetic, wildlife, open 
space and recreational qualities of this geo-
graphic feature. Now is the time to shape the 
future of this part of the Front Range. There 
is a real but fleeting opportunity to protect 
both protect Rocky Flats—a ‘‘crown jewel’’ 
of open space and wildlife habitat—and to as-
sist local communities to protect the scenic, 
wildlife, and other values of the mountain 
backdrop. 

What the bill does: Study and Report: The 
bill requires the Forest Service to study the 
ownership patterns of the lands comprising 
the Front Range Mountain Backdrop in a re-
gion generally west of Rocky Flats, identify 
areas that are open and may be at risk of de-
velopment, and recommend to Congress how 
these lands might be protected and how the 
federal government could help local commu-
nities and residents to achieve that goal. 

Lands Covered: The bill identifies the 
lands in southern Boulder, northern Jeffer-
son and eastern Gilpin Counties in the Sec-

ond Congressional District; specifically, an 
area west of Rocky Flats and west of High-
way 93, south of Boulder Canyon, east of the 
Peak-to-Peak Highway, and north of the 
Golden Gate Canyon State Park road. 

What the bill would NOT do: Affect Local 
Planning: The bill is designed to complement 
existing local efforts to preserve open lands 
in this region west of Rocky Flats. It will 
not take the place of—nor disrupt—these ex-
isting local efforts. 

Affect Private Property Rights: The bill 
merely authorizes a study. It will not affect 
any existing private property rights. 

Affect the Cleanup of Rocky Flats: The bill 
would not affect the ongoing cleanup and 
closure of Rocky Flats nor detract from 
funding for that effort, and will not affect 
existing efforts to preserve the options for 
wildlife and open space protection of Rocky 
Flats itself. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF DR. 
KENNETH B. CLARK 

HON. ALCEE L. HASTINGS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commend the outstanding life of 
Dr. Kenneth B. Clark who passed away on 
May 1, 2005 at his home in Hastings-on-the- 
Hudson, NY. Dr. Clark was 90 years old. 

Dr. Clark was a social scientist best known 
for his pivotal research used during the Brown 
v. Board of Education case in 1954. Along 
with his wife, Mamie Phipps Clark, the two 
documented studies of the damaging affect on 
black school children from the separate-but- 
equal doctrine. As an attorney, Thurgood Mar-
shall successfully used this research in his ar-
gument against racial segregation in public 
schools. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled the 
practice of racial segregation as unconstitu-
tional because it violated the equal protection 
clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

Dr. Clark was born in the Panama Canal 
Zone on July 14, 1914. His mother is credited 
as his model of perseverance and struggle 
through social issues. Over the objection of 
his father, Dr. Clark’s mother insisted on re-
turning to the United States. She made the 
solo trip back to New York City with Clark and 
his sister Beulah, in 1919. As a seamstress at 
a sweatshop in the garment district, Dr. 
Clark’s mother supported her children and be-
came one of the first stewards for the wom-
en’s garment union. ‘‘Somehow she commu-
nicated to me the excitement of people doing 
things together to help themselves,’’ Dr. Clark 
once said. 

In addition to his work in psychology, Dr. 
Clark had many of his own groundbreaking 
achievements as an educator and leader. In 
1940, he became the first African-American to 
earn a doctoral degree at Columbia University 
in New York. His wife later became the sec-
ond African American to earn a doctoral de-
gree there. Dr. Clark served as the American 
Psychological Association president, and in 
1960, he was the first tenured African-Amer-
ican professor at the City College of New 
York. The State Department hired him as a 
personnel division consultant from 1961–62. 
By 1966, Dr. Clark was a member of the New 
York State Board of Regents where he re-
mained for 20 years. After retiring from the 

Board of Regents, Dr. Clark set up a con-
sulting company that specialized in equal em-
ployment opportunity and affirmative action. 

Dr. Clark is survived by his daughter, Kate 
Harris, his son, Hilton B. Clark, three grand-
children and five great-grandchildren. Mamie 
Clark died in 1983. Dr. Clark’s work as an ed-
ucator and researcher remains a lasting leg-
acy for civil rights issues. He was motivated 
by belief that a ‘‘racist system inevitably de-
stroys and damages human beings; it brutal-
izes and dehumanizes them, black and white 
alike.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Clark was an eminent 
scholar whose legacy will be cherished and 
remembered. He was a mighty influence who 
brought people together across racial lines. 
His spirit and insight were instrumental in es-
tablishing equality in education and beyond. 
The impact of Dr. Clark’s work helped to raise 
the dignity and worth of all Americans. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO WILLIAM 
H. CROCKER SCHOOL ON ITS 
FOURTH CONSECUTIVE NO CHILD 
LEFT BEHIND BLUE RIBBON 
SCHOOL AWARD 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend the William H. Crocker Middle 
School of Hillsborough, California, located in 
my Congressional district, for its 4th consecu-
tive year as a recipient of the National Blue 
Ribbon Award. 

For the year of 2004, California State Su-
perintendent of Public Instruction, Jack 
O’Connell announced the 33 public and six 
private schools in California selected by 
United States Secretary of Education Rod 
Paige, as No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Blue 
Ribbon Schools. 

Schools who receive this honor demonstrate 
excellence in education and genuine invest-
ment in the value of that education for our 
children. It is my honor to congratulate each 
and every faculty member and parent of 
Crocker Middle School whose dedication to 
the education of their children indisputably 
earned Crocker Middle School the honor of 
being a Blue Ribbon School. 

Mr. Speaker, this 21-year old national rec-
ognition program sponsored by the U.S de-
partment of Education encourages states to 
nominate public kindergarten through grade 
twelve schools that are either academically su-
perior or demonstrate dramatic gains in stu-
dent achievement. The schools endure a rig-
orous application process, with success rest-
ing mostly on test scores, growth, and 
achievement in reading and math over three 
years. All schools selected as winners met the 
2004 Adequate Yearly Progress criteria. Addi-
tionally, all schools have already been named 
as a California Distinguished School, or meet 
the qualification required to apply for this state 
awards program. 

On November 5, 2004, Crocker Middle 
School received the 2004 No Child Left Be-
hind National Blue Ribbon Schools Award in 
Washington D.C. On February 7, 2005, I was 
invited to celebrate this accolade on the cam-
pus of Crocker. As my two daughters Annette 
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and Katrina are alumnae of William H. Crocker 
Middle School, I was delighted to be a part of 
the celebration both as a father of and as a 
Member of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, during my visit to the campus 
and after spending an assembly period with 
the students, parents and faculty of Crocker, I 
witnessed the immense enthusiasm and spirit 
this school fortunately possesses. As the only 
middle school in the nation to have received 
this distinction four years in a row, I have no 
doubt that under the leadership of Principal 
Janet Chun, William H. Crocker Middle School 
will continue to shine. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL 
HEPATITIS B AWARENESS WEEK 

HON. EDOLPHUS TOWNS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
express my support for House Resolution 250, 
Supporting the Goals and Ideals of a National 
Hepatitis B Awareness Month. Hepatitis B is a 
serious health concern that unfairly attacks mi-
nority populations. 

Almost 350 million people worldwide are in-
fected with hepatitis B, with 75 percent of 
those infected living in Asia. This disease has 
similar effects on the same groups of people 
here in the United States. Asians have the 
highest rate of chronic hepatitis B of all ethnic 
groups. Chronic hepatitis B rates for the Asian 
Pacific Islanders population range up to 15 
percent, which is more than half of all the 
Americans diagnosed with chronic hepatitis B. 

African Americans are three to four times 
more likely than Caucasians to be infected 
with hepatitis B. Additionally, the African 
American workforce, consisting of over 3 mil-
lion people, tend to work in occupations, such 
as nursing, health care and emergency serv-
ices with higher exposure to the hepatitis B 
virus. 

Over half the United States’ total Asian 
American population lives in just three states, 
with 1.2 million living in New York. Seventeen 
percent of New York’s population is of African- 
American descent. 

The hepatitis disease is extremely dan-
gerous, because not only does it lead to life- 
threatening illnesses such as cirrhosis of the 
liver and liver cancer but it can also be easily 
transmitted through blood and body fluids, un-
protected sex, and unsterilized needles. Also, 
many of those who have become infected with 
the disease will not have recognized symp-
toms until they develop the more serious ill-
nesses. 

Hepatitis B can be a preventable disease if 
vaccination programs, increased awareness, 
better disease management and public edu-
cation initiatives are ongoing. By recognizing 
the week of May 9th as National Hepatitis B 
Awareness Week, we can join together and 
attack this life-threatening disease. During 
Hepatitis B Awareness Week, several commu-
nity events are scheduled that will bring to-
gether physicians and public health advocates, 
patients and at-risk populations to increase 
awareness and education on prevention, and 
treatments for hepatitis B. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for this opportunity 
to lend my support for passage of this resolu-
tion and I urge my colleagues to do the same. 

f 

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE REPORT ON 
THE FAILURE OF THE U.S. GOV-
ERNMENT TO ADEQUATELY IN-
VESTIGATE PRISONER ABUSES 

HON. FORTNEY PETE STARK 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
bring your attention to the recent Human 
Rights Watch report, Getting Away with Tor-
ture?: Command Responsibility for the U.S. 
Abuse of Detainees. This report reveals the 
unthinkable: The torture carried out against 
prisoners under U.S. authority may have been 
part of an official government policy. The re-
port also points out that none of the govern-
ment and military investigations carried out so 
far has independently examined the culpability 
of top civilian and military officials. 

Despite strong evidence showing that high- 
ranking U.S. officials may be responsible for 
carrying out immoral and illegal policies, ‘‘inde-
pendent’’ investigations have focused on pro-
tecting high-ranking officials and punishing 
subordinates instead of bringing the guilty to 
justice. 

These actions run counter to the United 
States’ long-standing commitment to the spirit 
of the Geneva Convention. The War Crimes 
Act of 1996 provides criminal punishment for 
Americans who commit a war crime inside or 
outside the United States, and defines a war 
crime as any ‘‘grave breach’’ of the Geneva 
Conventions. The Anti-Torture Act of 1996 
crimina1izes acts of torture occurring outside 
the United States’ territorial jurisdiction regard-
less of the citizenship of the perpetrator or vic-
tim. 

It should not have to be stated, but the 
United Stated must operate under the laws it 
has passed. If crimes have been committed 
they must be investigated completely. 

This report raises important issues and calls 
for the United States Attorney General to ap-
point a special counsel to carry out an inves-
tigation and prosecute all government officials 
and private citizens that developed, approved 
and carried out these torture policies. I urge 
my colleagues to read the report, available on-
line at http://www.hrw.org/reports/2005/ 
us0405/. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF EASTERN 
WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY LAND 
TRANSFER AUTHORIZATION EX-
TENSION ACT 

HON. CATHY McMORRIS 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Miss MCMORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to introduce legislation to address an issue of 
importance to Eastern Washington University, 
located in my district in the town of Cheney, 

Washington. Eastern Washington University 
owns a 21 acre parcel of land known as Badg-
er Lake. The property was originally deeded to 
the university by the federal government under 
the 1926 State Recreation and Public Pur-
poses Act. This property is restricted to the 
purpose for which the law was enacted, edu-
cation and recreation, and it carries a ‘‘reverter 
clause which says that the land will revert to 
the federal government, Bureau of Land Man-
agement—Department of Interior, if not used 
for these purposes. 

However, the property is located in a rural 
area that is not conducive to the intended 
recreation or education uses. The only way 
Eastern Washington University could legally 
sell or exchange the land is if federal legisla-
tion passed which releases the patent condi-
tions on this property. In 1983, the university, 
with the help of Speaker Tom Foley and Sen-
ator Slade Gorton, and supported by the Bu-
reau of Land Management, was successful in 
getting legislation passed (Public Law 97–435) 
that removed the restrictions for a five year 
period. Unfortunately that window expired in 
1988. 

In the last Congress former Congressman 
George Nethercutt was successful in passing 
legislation extending the 1983 law. H.R. 4596 
passed the House of Representatives on Sep-
tember 28, 2004 by unanimous consent. 

I rise today to reintroduce legislation to ad-
dress this issue. 

f 

FAMILYCARE ACT OF 2005 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, in our great 
land of opportunity and wealth, there are many 
Americans who have no access to one of the 
most basic needs: health care. In our Nation 
today, nearly 45 million Americans are unin-
sured. Today I offer a way to begin addressing 
this problem by introducing the FamilyCare 
Act of 2005. In conjunction with the Medicare 
Early Access Act and the Small Business 
Health Insurance Promotion Act that my col-
leagues are also introducing today, the enact-
ment of these bills could cut the number of un-
insured in half. 

The FamilyCare Act of 2005 is a family-cen-
tered bill that aims to provide coverage for the 
7.5 million working families with incomes 
below 200 percent of the Federal poverty 
level. This act builds upon two programs, 
Medicaid and the State Children’s Health In-
surance Program, that have successfully cov-
ered many low-income persons, individuals 
with disabilities, and children. It would ensure 
families who move from welfare to work do not 
lose coverage and makes it easier for low-in-
come working families to obtain health insur-
ance. 

Improving our Nation’s healthcare system 
continues to be a complex challenge that must 
be a matter of national priority. By taking 
these first steps, it is our hope that in the fu-
ture all Americans will be able to meet their 
healthcare needs. 
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HONORING THE STUDENTS OF 

EAST BRUNSWICK, NEW JERSEY 
COMPETING IN THE WE THE 
PEOPLE: THE CITIZEN AND THE 
CONSTITUTION PROGRAM 

HON. RUSH D. HOLT 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the students of East Brunswick High 
School that recently won the national finals for 
the We the People: The Citizen and the Con-
stitution program. The participating students 
from East Brunswick High School, after win-
ning the statewide competition, represented 
New Jersey in this year’s final. Through their 
hard work and determination, the national 
finals competitors earned the opportunity to 
visit and compete in our nation’s capital. East 
Brunswick High School was the defending 
champion and I am proud to say that they 
have achieved this high level of excellence 
again this year. They won because they are 
articulate, have presence of mind, and can 
think on their feet, and because they know the 
U.S. Constitution inside and out. 

The students of East Brunswick came a 
long way to earn the right to compete in 
Washington. To participate, every student 
needed to learn about a variety of concepts 
ranging from the philosophical origins of the 
Constitution to its role and interpretation in to-
day’s society. After spending countless hours 
reading primary and secondary sources, the 
students created a four minute presentation to 
answer the question posed to them about the 
Constitution. The students then formulated 
their own opinions, which needed to be de-
fended during six minutes of questioning from 
judges. The judging is based on the students 
understanding of constitutional principles and 
their knowledge of both historical and contem-
porary issues. At the national competition, the 
judges are practicing lawyers, college profes-
sors, as well as current and former State Su-
preme Court judges. 

The education of our youth about our de-
mocracy and the meaning and importance of 
our Constitution is imperative. As important as 
it is to have a basic knowledge of the laws 
and interpretations of the Constitution, it is 
equally as important to understand the rea-
sons for which they were created. Every 
United States citizen should know and under-
stand these fundamental principles, and 
through participation in this program, the stu-
dents from East Brunswick High School have 
accomplished just that. These competitors 
serve as examples to students throughout the 
nation as to what one can achieve with an in- 
depth knowledge of the tenets of our govern-
ment. These students are our future leaders 
and the next generation that will continue to 
defend democracy and uphold the Constitu-
tion. I know these students, and while I admire 
their knowledge and intelligence, I admire 
even more their passionate dedication to our 
American ideals. 

The participating students from East Bruns-
wick competed against more than 1,200 stu-
dents from across the country. This program 
was created by The Center for Civic Education 
in 1987 and over 26 million students have par-
ticipated in it. The goal of the program is to 
educate high school students on the impor-

tance of continued civic involvement. These 
exceptional students met here in Washington 
from April 30th to May 2nd to display their 
knowledge of the U.S. Constitution and its 
founding principles. 

I would like to congratulate the students of 
East Brunswick High School, who are: Rajiv 
Agarwal, Elliot Chiu, Yan Cui, Aditi 
Eleswarapu, Michael Genson, Stephanie 
Horowitz, Frances Huang, Manisha Johary, 
Michael Kofstky, Kevin Kuo, Sam Lau, Alex-
andra Palmer, Resham Patel, Mark Pruce, 
Panwan Punjabi, Caroline Rana, Natalie 
Rana, Sana Sheikh, Allison Sorkin, Ilana 
Stern, Eric Struening, Lauren Volosin, and 
teacher Alan Brodman. 

These names themselves suggest such a 
diversity of origins and heritage that it calls 
forth our national motto ‘‘E Pluribus Unum’’— 
from many we are one. That these students 
devote themselves to learning about our sys-
tem of self-government that is the key to our 
greatness is inspiring. 

I am so proud of these young constitutional 
scholars and wish them luck in all their future 
endeavors. May these exceptional students 
continue to understand and uphold democ-
racy. 

f 

INSTRUCTION TO CONFEREES ON 
MEDICAID 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, during 
my absence for the birth of my granddaughter, 
Kate, the House considered a motion to in-
struct the conferees on the budget resolution, 
H. Con. Res. 95. 

On rollcall vote No. 134, I would have been 
proud to join my colleagues from Georgia, led 
by Mr. DEAL of Georgia, in opposing the mo-
tion to instruct. One thing I have learned about 
Washington during my time here so far is that 
a ‘‘cut’’ is actually not a cut at all—it is merely 
a reduction in the rate of growth. When we 
have so many programs driven by formulas 
that continue to grow year after year, the way 
to deal with the problem is not by denying any 
problem exists, but by taking steps to deal 
with the underlying issues that created the 
problem. 

The House Leadership has taken admirable 
steps to deal with the problems of continued 
growth in mandatory spending, and I am 
thrilled that we are moving forward with reduc-
tions in mandatory program spending. These 
are not cuts, but are commonsense steps to 
manage the people’s resources wisely. 

f 

INTRODUCING THE RAILROAD 
COMPETITION IMPROVEMENT 
AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 
2005 

HON. JAMES L. OBERSTAR 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, twenty-five 
years ago, Congress voted to deregulate the 
Nation’s railroad industry and enacted the 

Staggers Rail Act. The railroad industry at that 
time was in dire straits. Years of low profits, 
deferred maintenance, and ill-conceived regu-
latory policies had resulted in a very sick in-
dustry. We were assured that deregulation 
was the cure. We were told that economic 
regulation had outlived its usefulness; that it 
was preventing the industry from competing 
effectively with trucks, barges, and pipelines; 
and that there were still a sufficient number of 
rail carriers to provide significant rail-to-rail 
competition. We deregulated the industry. 

At the outset, some good things did happen. 
America’s railroads are much healthier today 
than they were in 1980. Industry rates of re-
turn that hovered in the 1–2 percent range in 
the 1970s were up in the 6–9 percent range 
in the 1990s. Today, U.S. railroads account for 
42 percent of intercity freight ton-miles; more 
than any other mode of transportation. In fact, 
U.S. railroads move four times more freight 
than all of Western Europe’s freight railroads 
combined. 

North American railroads currently earn $42 
billion in annual revenues. The most recent fi-
nancial reports are strong. For the first quarter 
of 2005, BNSF Railway’s freight revenues in-
creased $451 million, or 18 percent, to a first 
quarter record of $2.9 billion. Consumer prod-
ucts revenues increased $203 million, or 22 
percent. Agricultural products revenues were 
up $86 million, or 20 percent, to $524 million. 
Industrial products revenues increased $84 
million, or 15 percent, to $647 million. And 
coal revenues rose $78 million, or 15 percent, 
to $598 million resulting from record haulage 
of 66 million tons for utility customers. 

Union Pacific reported a first quarter 2005 
record for commodity revenue: $3 billion in 
2005, up 8 percent from 2004. Energy reve-
nues were up $81 million, or 14 percent, to 
$668 million. Agricultural revenues were up 
$37 million, or 9 percent, to $448 million. In-
dustrial products revenues were up $67 mil-
lion, or 12 percent, to $630 million. And chem-
ical revenues were up $31 million, or 8 per-
cent, to $441 million. 

CSX’s surface transportation revenue for the 
2005 first quarter was $2.1 billion versus $1.9 
billion in 2004. Metals revenues were up $19 
million, or 16 percent, to $138 million. Forest 
products revenues were up $84 million, or 11 
percent, to $176 million. Coal, coke, and iron 
ore revenues were up $84 million, or 20 per-
cent, to $506 million. And automotive products 
revenues were up $6 million, or 3 percent, to 
$208 million. 

Norfolk Southern’s general merchandise 
revenues for the 2005 first quarter reached a 
record $1.1 billion, an increase of 12 percent 
over the same period in 2004. Metals and 
construction revenues led the growth with a 22 
percent increase, followed by paper, up 19 
percent, and chemicals, up 14 percent. Coal 
revenues increased 17 percent to $467 million 
in the first quarter compared with the same 
quarter last year. 

With the exception of Union Pacific, all of 
the Class I railroads in the U.S. are making 
higher profits. BNSF’s net earnings for the first 
quarter of 2005 were $321 million, up $128 
million from the same period in 2004. CSX’s 
net income was $579 million, up $30 million 
from 2004. Norfolk Southern’s net income was 
$194 million, up $36 million from 2004. And al-
though Union Pacific’s profits were lower than 
2004 figures, the railroad’s net income was 
$128 million in 2005. 
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But all of these gains have come at a price. 

Competition requires competitors. Yet since 
1980, over 40 Class I railroads have consoli-
dated into just seven Class I railroads serving 
the entire North American continent, four of 
which—two in the West (Union Pacific and 
BNSF Railway) and two in the East (CSX and 
Norfolk Southern)—control over 95 percent of 
the railroad business. This unprecedented 
consolidation has resulted in entire States, re-
gions, and industries becoming captive to a 
single Class I railroad. 

These captive shippers often tell me that the 
Surface Transportation Board (STB) has been 
too concerned about the financial health of the 
railroads and not concerned enough with the 
financial health of the railroads’ customers. 

I believe them. The STB’s procedures have 
made it difficult for rail customers to secure 
meaningful relief from high rail rates and poor 
rail service, even though the Staggers Rail Act 
directed the STB’s predecessor, the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, to ensure that rail 
rates remain reasonable when there is an ab-
sence of effective competition. 

During the years since the STB was first au-
thorized in 1997, I have received numerous 
complaints from captive shippers about the 
high rates they are charged and the poor serv-
ice they sometimes receive. 

Laramie River Station is an example. Lar-
amie River Station (LRS) is a coal-based elec-
tric generating plant that produces power for 
more than 1.8 million consumers in Colorado, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wy-
oming. LRS is served by a single railroad, 
BNSF Railway, which delivers 8.3 million tons 
of coal annually from the Wyoming Powder 
River Basin to LRS, a distance of approxi-
mately 175 miles. In September 2004, the 
LRS contract expired and BNSF unilaterally 
imposed massive freight rate hikes on the 
LRS traffic. Basin Electric Power Cooperative, 
one of the owners of LRS, tells me that these 
increases call for more than double LRS’ prior 
freight rates. The initial tariff rates are pro-
jected to double again over time. According to 
LRS’ owners, these increased rates are four 
times BNSF’s average coal rates, and will cost 
electric power consumers $1 billion over the 
next 20 years. 

Dairyland Power Cooperative, a generation 
and transmission cooperative located in La-
Crosse, Wisconsin, has experienced similar 
problems. The Cooperative asserts that failure 
by the Union Pacific Railroad to deliver 25 
percent of scheduled shipments of Utah coal 
resulted in Dairyland’s overall fuel budget in-
creasing by roughly 10 percent. Dairyland is 
also bracing for a 49 percent increase in rail 
rates in 2006. Other shippers have suffered 
similar fates. 

The lack of true competition has also af-
fected farmers. Montana grain producers ad-
vise me that their counterparts in Nebraska— 
where a limited amount of rail competition ex-
ists—pay less in transportation costs than 
Montana farmers to ship grain to Portland, Or-
egon, despite the 200 miles in additional dis-
tance the Nebraska grain has had to travel. 
The Montana farmers estimate that this dis-
parity has cost them about $60 million a year. 

In these and other similar cases, the captive 
shippers have found that there is no realistic 
possibility of meaningful relief from the STB. 
This is hardly the competitive environment en-
visioned when Congress voted to deregulate 
the railroad industry. 

Unfortunately, my concerns have fallen on 
deaf ears at the STB. This year, Chairman 
Roger Nober has discussed the possibility of 
moving a ‘‘clean’’ STB reauthorization bill (i.e., 
one with no change to existing law other than 
funding levels) in the 109th Congress. I have 
told him the same thing I told him in the 108th 
Congress and the same thing I told his prede-
cessor: I believe that any STB reauthorization 
bill must adequately address the concerns of 
captive shippers. 

That is why I introduced legislation in the 
106th Congress, the 107th Congress, and the 
108th Congress that would reauthorize the 
STB and reform its policies and procedures. 
Other Members of Congress, including Con-
gressman RICHARD BAKER, introduced similar 
legislation to reform railroad regulation. But to 
date Congress has failed to act upon these 
bills, and the STB has operated without an au-
thorization since 1998. 

When the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee held hearings on railroad competi-
tion last Congress, it was obvious that Con-
gressman BAKER and I shared the same con-
cerns about captive shippers and the lack of 
competition in the railroad industry. So this 
year, we’ve decided to join forces. Congress-
man BAKER and I, and 13 of our colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, are introducing a bipar-
tisan STB reauthorization and reform bill, enti-
tled the Railroad Competition and Improve-
ment Act of 2005. A bipartisan companion bill, 
S. 919, has been introduced in the Senate. 

This bill will preserve existing rail-to-rail 
competition in areas of the United States 
where competition is working, and take action 
to reduce impediments to competition that ad-
versely affect rail customers. The bill estab-
lishes four new primary objectives of U.S. rail 
transportation policy, all of which focus on 
competition and shipper needs. These primary 
objectives are: (1) To maintain consistent and 
efficient rail transportation service for shippers, 
including the timely provision of rail cars re-
quested by shippers; to promote effective 
competition among rail carriers at origins and 
destinations; and to maintain reasonable rates 
in the absence of effective competition. 

The bill will also: 
Eliminate ‘‘bottlenecks.’’ Under the bill, on 

the request of a shipper, the carrier must es-
tablish a rate for any two points on the car-
rier’s system where traffic originates, termi-
nates, or can be interchanged. In addition, the 
reasonableness of the rate would be subject 
to challenge. This bill will give shippers access 
to competitive rail service even if a single car-
rier has monopoly control over a short, bottle-
neck portion of a route. 

Create competitive rail service at switching 
points. The bill requires rail carriers to enter 
into reciprocal switching agreements where 
the STB finds that such agreements are in the 
public interest or where agreements are need-
ed to ensure rail service is competitive. The 
bill also prohibits the STB from requiring that 
the petitioning carrier show conduct incon-
sistent with antitrust laws. 

Eliminate ‘‘paper barriers.’’ These barriers 
are contractual agreements that prevent short- 
line railroads that cross two or more major rail 
systems from providing rail customers access 
to competitive service on one of these sys-
tems. The agreements require the short-line 
railroads to deliver all or most of its traffic to 
the major carrier that originally owned the 
short line facilities. Under the bill, where such 

restrictions were approved prior to the enact-
ment of this Act and have been in effect for at 
least 10 years, the STB must terminate the re-
striction, upon request, unless the STB finds 
that the termination would be inconsistent with 
the public interest or materially impair the abil-
ity of an affected rail carrier to provide service 
to the public. 

Establish a new regulatory process for 
‘‘Areas of Inadequate Rail Competition.’’ The 
bill allows the STB to designate a State or 
substantial part of a State as an Area of Inad-
equate Rail Competition (AIRC), upon petition 
of a Governor or Attorney General of a State, 
Member of Congress, or the Rail Customer 
Advocate of the Department of Transportation. 
Upon the designation, the STB has 60 days to 
provide remedies authorized by current law to 
resolve the anti-competitive conduct. The bill 
also requires the Rail Customer Advocate to 
conduct an oversight study of AIRCs within 
one year of the date of enactment. 

Highlight rail service problems. The bill re-
quires the STB to post on its website a de-
scription of each complaint from a customer 
about rail service. The STB is also required to 
submit an annual report to Congress regarding 
rail service complaints, and the procedures the 
STB took to resolve them. 

Create an arbitration process for certain rail 
disputes. The bill allows either party to submit 
a dispute over rail rates, rail service, and other 
matters under the jurisdiction of the STB for 
‘‘final offer’’ binding arbitration, for relief within 
the jurisdiction of the STB. 

Eliminate fees for filing rail rate cases. Ship-
pers are now required to pay a $61,000 fee 
for filing a rate case. Effective May 6, 2005, 
this filing fee will double to $102,000. The fil-
ing fee for all other complaints will increase 
from $6000 to $10,100. 

Improve the rate reasonableness standard. 
The bill prohibits the STB from using their cur-
rent practice of requiring shippers challenging 
rail rates to submit estimates of the costs of 
constructing and operating a new, hypothetical 
railroad that carries only the commodity that 
the shipper transports. The STB currently 
compares the expense of the hypothetical rail-
road with existing rates to determine whether 
the challenged rates are reasonable or not. 
Under the bill, the STB would be required to 
adopt a new method based on the railroad’s 
actual costs, including a portion of fixed costs 
and an adequate return on debt and equity. 

Create an Office of Rail Customer Advocacy 
in the Department of Transportation. The Rail 
Customer Advocate would accept rail cus-
tomer complaints; collect, compile, and main-
tain information regarding the cost and effi-
ciency of rail transportation; and participate as 
a party in STB proceedings. The Rail Cus-
tomer Advocate may also petition the STB for 
action. 

Authorize a study of rail transportation com-
petition. The bill requires the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to conduct a comprehensive 
study of rail carrier competition since the en-
actment of the Staggers Rail Act of 1980. 

Require the STB to consider all effects of 
mergers. Under the bill, the STB must con-
sider the effects of mergers on local commu-
nities and is required to impose conditions to 
mitigate the effects of those mergers. 

Reauthorize the STB. The bill provides the 
STB $24 million for FY2006, $26 million for 
FY2007, and $28 million for FY2008. 

I am pleased that a number of organizations 
are supporting this bipartisan effort, including 
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the Alliance for Rail Competition, Consumers 
United for Rail Equity, the American Chemistry 
Council, the National Industrial Transportation 
League, Edison Electric Institute, the National 
Association of Wheat Growers, and the Na-
tional Barley Growers Association. 

I join with my colleagues from both sides of 
the aisle, in introducing this bill. Together, we 
will work to ensure passage of this important 
legislation. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL HEPATITIS 
B AWARENESS WEEK 

HON. ELIOT L. ENGEL 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
share my support for House Resolution 250, 
Supporting the Goals and Ideals of a National 
Hepatitis B Awareness Month. Chronic liver 
disease is the tenth leading cause of death in 
the United States, so it is imperative for the 
Congress and federal government to become 
more focused on Hepatitis viruses. 

Viral hepatitis represents a disease entity 
caused by at least 5 unrelated viruses which 
attack the cells of the liver. The majority of 
viral hepatitis cases are due to the hepatitis A 
virus (HAV), hepatitis B virus (HBV), or hepa-
titis C virus (HCV). Infection with hepatitis B 
virus can produce a chronic infection which 
may lead to death from chronic liver disease. 

Studies show that 4.9 percent of Americans 
have been infected with HBV, of whom 1.25 
million are chronically infected. The expected 
direct medical costs associated with acute and 
chronic HBV infection for one U.S. birth cohort 
are estimated to be $81.9 million. The con-
sequences of hepatitis-induced chronic liver 
disease may not become apparent until dec-
ades after infection. 

Using the national data, it is estimated that 
more than 931,000 New Yorkers have been 
infected with HBV, with 46,550 of these per-
sons chronically infected. An estimated 
342,000 New Yorkers have been infected with 
HCV, with 237,500 of these persons chron-
ically infected. Hepatitis B and hepatitis C are 
complex infections that have significant epi-
demiologic, social and medical impact. 

In addition to the potential financial burden 
to the state and the Nation, viral hepatitis can 
have a tremendous impact on the lives of 
many New Yorkers. As a result, the New York 
State Department of Health (NYSDOH) identi-
fied the need for a comprehensive, collabo-
rative and organized approach by partners 
across New York to address the public health 
problems associated with viral hepatitis. 

On June 3 and 4, 2003, the NYSDOH, 
along with partners and stakeholders from 
across the state, participated in the Viral Hep-
atitis Strategic Planning Summit. This summit 
was to be the beginning of the development of 
a statewide viral hepatitis strategic plan. The 
two-day meeting began with presentations by 
representatives from the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention and the NYSDOH. 
Then the participants were divided into four 
focus areas: (1) Prevention, (2) Education, (3) 
Surveillance and Research, and (4) Medical 
and Case Management. The focus areas 
served as the central elements of the strategic 

plan. By the end of the 2-day meeting, each 
focus area identified 3 to 5 priority issues, 
which were then developed into long-term 
goals, each with strategies and 5-year action 
plans for meeting the goals. 

On Wednesday, May 11, at the Millennium 
Hilton, 55 Church St. in New York City, the 
Aim for the B campaign will conduct a media 
event to call greater awareness to hepatitis B. 
Speakers and panelists for the New York 
event include confirmed representatives from 
the Mayor’s office, Hepatitis B Foundation, 
Weill Cornell Medical Center and Charles B. 
Wang Community Health Center. There will be 
other community events from coast-to-coast 
the week of May 9, and I salute those associ-
ated with this outreach and prevention effort. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the chance to 
convey my unity of support for House Resolu-
tion 250 and for the impressive awareness ef-
forts being conducted nationwide to address 
hepatitis B. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF MR. RICHARD 
H. WEINER ON THE OCCASION OF 
HIS INSTALLATION AS THE 107TH 
PRESIDENT OF THE BERGEN 
COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 

HON. STEVEN R. ROTHMAN 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
with great pleasure to honor Mr. Richard H. 
Weiner, the incoming President of the Bergen 
County Bar Association in the great state of 
New Jersey. Mr. Weiner will be inaugurated as 
the Bergen County Bar Association’s 107th 
President on the occasion of its Annual Dinner 
Dance on Friday, May 6th, and I ask that my 
esteemed colleagues join me in recognizing 
his outstanding achievements on behalf of the 
legal profession and on behalf of the commu-
nities of northern New Jersey. 

A member of the Bergen County Bar Asso-
ciation since 1983 and a member of its Board 
of Trustees for the last dozen years, Richard 
H. Weiner has distinguished himself in the 
practice of law. His leadership has been rec-
ognized by his colleagues at Aronsohn, 
Weiner & Salerno, P.C. of Hackensack, New 
Jersey, a highly regarded law firm well-known 
for representing many prominent banking insti-
tutions and leasing companies in countless 
and often highly complicated litigation matters. 
The Managing Partner of his firm since 1985, 
he has demonstrated particular expertise in 
commercial litigation and family law for more 
than two decades. Because of his peers’ ac-
knowledgment of his professional abilities and 
his sharp legal intellect, Richard H. Wiener 
currently serves as Chairman of the Legal 
Committee for the Eastern Association of 
Equipment Lessors and as a prominent mem-
ber of the National Legal Committee of the 
Equipment Leasing Association, and has lec-
tured extensively around the nation on behalf 
of both organizations on various aspects of 
banking law and equipment leasing. 

A graduate of the University of Maryland 
and the Hofstra University School of Law, 
Richard H. Wiener has also achieved profes-
sional recognition for his thorough and meticu-
lous legal scholarship and his impeccable pro-
fessional reputation. He served a Judicial 

Clerkship under the Honorable Edward J. Van 
Tassel JSC from 1983 to 1984, and has been 
named to numerous leadership positions by 
the Bergen County Bar Association. He cur-
rently serves as Chairman of the Bench Bar 
Liaison Committee, as an active member of 
both the Civil Practice and Family Law Com-
mittees, and is a longtime member of the Ber-
gen County Judicial Selections Committee. 
Previously, Richard H. Wiener was appointed 
Chairman of the Bergen County Ethics Com-
mittee on Fee Arbitration by the Supreme 
Court of the State of New Jersey, and was 
one of two attorneys named by the State Su-
preme Court to serve on the Committee on 
Character from 1994 to 2002. One of his most 
enduring legacies to the legal profession is the 
purchase of the building housing the Bergen 
County Bar Foundation’s headquarters, also 
home to the offices of the Bergen County Bar 
Association, which was made possible through 
the tireless fundraising efforts that he helped 
lead along with several other prominent mem-
bers of the Bar Association. 

Above all, Richard H. Wiener has distin-
guished himself as a man dedicated to his 
family and his community. He, his wife Bonnie, 
and their beloved daughter Danielle have lived 
in Wyckoff, New Jersey for eleven years. In 
that Borough, he has devoted his time and ef-
fort to innumerable good causes. A past Presi-
dent of the Wyckoff Public Library Board of 
Trustees, Richard H. Wiener currently serves 
the Borough as its Traveling Softball Coordi-
nator, an active basketball and softball coach, 
and as Chairman of the Wyckoff Recreation 
Committee. These are but a few of his many 
volunteer activities over the years. 

Mr. Speaker, my distinguished colleagues, I 
ask that you join me in recognizing the profes-
sional and civic contributions of the next Presi-
dent of the Bergen County Bar Association, 
Mr. Richard H. Wiener. 

f 

‘‘TORN FROM THE FLAG’’—NEW 
DOCUMENTARY FILM FOR THE 
50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 1956 
HUNGARIAN REVOLUTION 

HON. TOM LANTOS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the 
attention of my colleagues to a new documen-
tary film now in production dealing with the 
1956 Hungarian Revolt against Soviet occupa-
tion. Entitled ‘‘Torn from the Flag,’’ the film is 
being prepared as part of the 2006 celebration 
marking the 50th anniversary of the Hungarian 
uprising. This film will include important archi-
val material and recently opened files that 
have not been available until recently. It will 
also include insightful interviews with Hun-
garian freedom fighters, former political pris-
oners, secret police, and foreign citizens who 
participated in or witnessed the events. 

On October 13, 1956, students and workers 
commenced a spontaneous uprising against 
the repressive communist dictatorship. Against 
all odds, they successfully took on and de-
feated the police and installed a new govern-
ment. There were eighteen days of freedom 
before Soviet tanks and military forces 
launched a major attack on November 4 
crushing, once and for all, the uprising. Some 
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20,000 Hungarians and 3,500 Russians died 
in the fighting. The defeat of the Hungarian 
Revolt was one of the darkest moments of the 
Cold War, but it was also one of the early indi-
cations that the freedom-loving peoples of 
Central and Eastern Europe could not be for-
ever repressed. 

The documentary takes its name from one 
of the most memorable images of the 1956 
Hungarian Revolt. The revolutionaries cut from 
the center of the Hungarian tricolor flag the 
coat of arms of the communist People’s 
Democratic Republic of Hungary. The flag with 
a hole in its center was emblematic of the 
Hungarian people’s desire to rip out com-
munism from their homeland, and this has 
been one of the most enduring symbols of the 
1956 Revolution. 

Like the student revolution in Tiananmen 
Square, China, in April 1989, where Chinese 
students were brutally suppressed after a 
massive demonstration for democratic reform, 
the Hungarian Revolt provided the world with 
sharp insights into communist tyranny. The 
governments of the Soviet Union in 1956 in 
Hungary and China in 1989 at Tiananmen 
Square used similar tactics in cracking down 
on dissidents. In my office, everyday I see a 
large picture of the brave Chinese student 
who stood boldly in front of a long row of 
tanks during the Tiananmen revolt. That Chi-
nese student and the brave Hungarian revolu-
tionaries of 1956 represent the fighting spirit of 
all men and women against tyranny. 

The 1956 Revolution in Hungary is full of 
lessons and inspiration for people living under 
repressive regimes even today. The heroic 
fight of thousands of young men and women 
has played a crucial role in leading to the col-
lapse of communism in Eastern Europe and in 
the former Soviet Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I invite my colleagues to note 
with me the upcoming 50th anniversary of the 
1956 Hungarian Revolution, to watch for the 
documentary ‘‘Torn from the Flag’’, and to re-
joice that men and women everywhere are 
willing to unite in the fight, despite over-
whelming odds against them, in order to free 
themselves from tyranny and repression. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO WYANDOTTE COUNTY/ 
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS, MAYOR/ 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
CAROL MARINOVICH 

HON. DENNIS MOORE 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. MOORE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I was 
once talking with a group of constituents from 
Wyandotte County, and asked who they 
looked up to in Kansas City, Kansas. 

A gentleman said, ‘‘I can’t say I look up to 
her because she is barely five feet tall, but I 
do admire and respect Carol Marinovich.’’ 

As Mayor/CEO of the Unified Government 
of Wyandotte County and Kansas City, Kan-
sas, Carol Marinovich established a record of 
achievement that inspired awe throughout the 
Kansas City area and beyond. Whether as a 
teacher, special education coordinator, or Kan-
sas City Councilwoman, she has brought a 
sense of hope, pride and progress to Wyan-
dotte County. 

First elected as Mayor of the City of Kansas 
City in April 1995, she served as Mayor/CEO 

of the Unified Government since its establish-
ment in April 1997, stepping down from that 
post on April 20th of this year. 

During that time, Carol provided leadership 
in a period of unprecedented change and 
growth that has transformed Wyandotte Coun-
ty into a place with much to celebrate. She 
spearheaded the city/county consolidation 
process, taking two separate entities and 
bringing them together into one more effective 
and efficient government. House by house, 
she worked with neighborhood groups to rein-
vest in our neighborhoods. Evidence of that 
success is everywhere: the Mount Zion Es-
tates, Turtle Hill, Cathedral Pointe, Mission 
Cliffs, Rainbow Park, Mount Carmel Place, 
Carmelle Estates, River’s Edge East, Jersey 
South, Nehemiah, and the Strawberry Hill 
Townhomes and St. Peter/Waterway. In 2004, 
500 housing permits were issued in Wyan-
dotte County—a 40 year high. In the same 
year, crime dropped by 7 percent and Wyan-
dotte County experienced the fewest murders 
in ten years and unemployment dropped for 
the first time in five years. 

With Carol’s guidance, downtown revitaliza-
tion has been spurred by projects such as the 
Hilton Garden Inn with the adjacent, renovated 
Reardon Center, the new Board of Public Utili-
ties building, and the federal Region VII Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency headquarters. 
She has helped make dreams of developing 
western Wyandotte County a reality, where 
the Village West project is still expanding. 
Today we are all proud it is home to the Kan-
sas Speedway, Cabelas, the Nebraska Fur-
niture Mart, and the Great Wolf Lodge. As she 
left office, $1,000,000 of redevelopment 
projects were under construction in the city’s 
urban core, and the mill levy had dropped 18 
percent during her tenure. 

In 1989, Carol became the first woman 
elected to the City Council of Kansas City. Six 
years later, she was the first woman elected 
Mayor of Kansas City, Kansas. During her ten-
ure, she received the Excellence in Local Gov-
ernment Award from the League of Kansas 
Municipalities and has been recognized by 
Governing Magazine as one of the Public Offi-
cials of the Year in America. She was picked 
by Kansas City Magazine as ‘‘Best Local Poli-
tician’’ and was awarded the Excellence in 
Community Service Award by the Points of 
Light Foundation. 

Mr. Speaker, I’m 6’2’’ tall, but I look up to 
Carol Marinovich. Mayor/CEO Carol 
Marinovich turned our community into a place 
where you would want to work, shop, live and 
raise a family. I am proud of everything she 
has accomplished and even more proud to 
call her a friend. Mr. Speaker, I include in the 
RECORD for review by the House of Rep-
resentatives an article that was carried by the 
Kansas City Star on the day Mayor Marinovich 
concluded her tenure in office. 

[From the Kansas City Star, Apr. 20, 2005] 
MARINOVICH LEAVING DRIVER’S SEAT 

WITH KCK TRANSFORMED, MAYOR’S TERM ENDS 
(By Mark Wiebe) 

A bleak landscape confronted Carol 
Marinovich when she was elected mayor of 
Kansas City, Kan., in 1995: high crime, plum-
meting population, a crumbling retail base. 

Today, violent crime has been cut in half, 
record numbers of housing permits are being 
issued, and Wyandotte County boasts the 
largest tourist attraction in Kansas with its 
Village West retail district. 

One constant throughout that decade of 
change has been Marinovich, the former 
schoolteacher who once said she decided to 
run for mayor because ‘‘it was my town—and 
it was going down the tubes.’’ 

Tonight, Marinovich ends her political ca-
reer in local government when Joe Reardon 
is sworn in as the Unified Government’s sec-
ond mayor and CEO. After 16 years in public 
service, she leaves behind a county that has 
shed its image as the area’s beleaguered 
stepchild. 

During that time, she’s made countless 
tough decisions, but the ones she believes 
will shape her legacy are often overlooked in 
the narrative of the county’s success: con-
solidation of the city and county govern-
ments in 1997, and neighborhood revitaliza-
tion. 

The latter helped Marinovich, 54, cultivate 
allies at the grass-roots level. Consolidation 
was but one issue that created political en-
emies for her, and some complained of her 
unyielding style. Even among some of her 
most vocal critics, though, there is a grudg-
ing respect for the change she helped usher 
in. 

That stubbornness, supporters said, was a 
decided asset. 

‘‘Has she upset people? Made them mad? 
Yes,’’ said Cindy Cash, president of the Kan-
sas City Kansas Area Chamber of Commerce. 
‘‘When you’re doing what you think is best 
for the community, you do run the risk. . . . 
But she does have the best interest of the 
community at heart.’’ 

PROGRESS, NOT POLISH 
Marinovich isn’t a highly polished politi-

cian. Her extemporaneous moments are 
sometimes peppered with unfinished sen-
tences. She is not adept at working a crowd. 
Put her in a cocktail party where she doesn’t 
know anyone, she says, and ‘‘I’d probably 
stay five minutes then get in my car and go 
home.’’ 

The issue that secured her first political 
victory, to the City Council in 1989, is one 
that remains close to her heart: the revital-
ization of the city’s urban neighborhoods. 
She kept that emphasis through her six year 
tenure on the council and then into the may-
or’s office. 

‘‘Neighborhood groups weren’t heard of’’ 
before Marinovich became mayor, said Patty 
Dysart, executive director of the Armourdale 
Renewal Association. ‘‘I can remember five 
or six. But they would ride in parades and 
that was about it.’’ 

Today, the county boasts more than 130 
neighborhood groups, many of them active in 
crime watches and cleanups, reporting code 
violators and organizing community events. 

As soon as she was elected, Marinovich es-
tablished ‘‘impact teams’’ that made cleanup 
sweeps through neighborhoods. Such efforts 
demonstrated to neighborhood leaders like 
Dysart—tough-talking and demanding grass-
roots supporters—that Marinovich meant 
business. 

‘‘She didn’t have my respect at first,’’ 
Dysart said. ‘‘I just didn’t think she cared, 
especially about Armourdale.’’ 

Her opinion changed when Marinovich par-
ticipated in an impact team and attended 
some of Dysart’s meetings. She realized then 
that Marinovich was ‘‘just quiet and shy but 
has this big heart.’’ 

HARD-WON RESPECT 
Despite her supporters’ admiration, 

Marinovich leaves a city that is not entirely 
enamored of her. In her 2001 run against 
Elmer Sharp, she grabbed what many consid-
ered an unimpressive 53 percent of the vote. 
In this month’s mayoral election, she sup-
ported former state Rep. Rick Rehorn; he 
lost by an 18 percent margin. 

Former Unified Government Commissioner 
Joe Vaught, who backed Marinovich in 2001, 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 03:32 May 05, 2005 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K04MY8.002 E04PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E879 May 4, 2005 
said her stubborn and uncompromising lead-
ership style had alienated some people. 

Still, he said, ‘‘our city moved forward, 
and she was in charge. So whether I liked her 
or didn’t like her, the city moved forward 
and that was important.’’ 

Then there’s the county’s Achilles heel: 
high property taxes. Despite an 18 percent 
reduction in the Unified Government’s rate 
of taxation since 1997, most property tax 
bills continue to rise as property values 
surge. 

State Sen. David Haley, who lost to 
Marinovich in a landslide in 1997 and who 
later sparred with her on many legislative 
matters, accused the mayor of not doing 
more to lower taxes. ‘‘I just think she had 
the power to be a catalyst for progress for 
the taxpayers,’’ he said. ‘‘It’s not an abuse of 
power; it’s just an underutilization of all 
that office could have done.’’ 

Despite that criticism, Haley insisted that 
Marinovich ‘‘does have a track record that is 
enviable. And at the end of the day, she ac-
complished a tremendous amount for Wyan-
dotte County.’’ 

Marinovich acknowledges that the Unified 
Government, which came with the promise 
of more efficient government, needs to rein 
in spending. In 1997, county and city spend-
ing stood at $168.8 million. In 2003, the last 
year available for the government’s actual 
expenses, that figure had jumped 24.6 per-
cent, to $210 million. 

Wage increases, rising health-care costs, 
the addition of nearly 100 employees—many 
of them hired to form a new emergency med-
ical service—account for much of that in-
crease. But with a budget that stands at 
more than $250 million this year, the govern-
ment’s expenses aren’t going down. 

Marinovich, who attributes many of the 
budget issues to the plight of an aging city, 
said one of the biggest challenges for the 
next administration would be to get that 
spending under control. If it can’t, she said, 
‘‘That doesn’t bode well for the future.’’ 

A LASTING MARK 

If Marinovich controlled her legacy, she 
would place revitalization and consolidation 
of the city and county governments above 
economic development. County Adminis-
trator Dennis Hays seconds that. 

Consolidation ended decades of local 
Democratic Party machine politics. But, 
Hays said, it also gave the community a sin-
gle body to make decisions. ‘‘We could not 
have done what we did with the speedway 
and Village West without it,’’ Hays said. 
‘‘Our community needed a single voice to 
take a risk and move forward.’’ 

Consolidation also gave Marinovich im-
mense power. With a veto threat in hand, the 
ability to break tie votes and the authority 
to hire and fire the administrator (with the 
commission’s support), the Unified Govern-
ment’s mayor occupies a position of strength 
that other mayors around Kansas City can 
only dream of. 

It’s a government with true executive 
power, said real estate agent Mike Jacobi, 

co-founder of the consolidation movement. 
And Marinovich has used that power respon-
sibly, he said: ‘‘She restored our integrity. 
Taxes were skyrocketing; values were fall-
ing. ‘‘When you restore the integrity of the 
community,’’ he said, ‘‘it’s OK to invest here 
again. It’s OK to live here again.’’ 

THE MARINOVICH LEGACY 

The most visible evidence of Wyandotte 
County’s economic resurgence under Carol 
Marinovich is Kansas Speedway and Village 
West commercial district. 

To make way for that massive complex in 
1998, Marinovich and the Unified Govern-
ment Commission displaced 150 families in 
western Wyandotte County—the most dif-
ficult moment of her political career, she has 
said. 

Other hallmarks of her tenure: Consolida-
tion of the city and county governments. 
Voter approval of consolidation in 1997 
quelled the influence of a powerful Demo-
cratic Party machine that had overseen dec-
ades of economic decline. 

As a city councilwoman, she teamed with 
District Attorney Nick Tomasic to take on 
the city’s adult entertainment industry, 
eventually wiping it out. 

With the Unified Board of Commissioners’ 
support, she stepped up the demolition of 
blighted structures and cracked down on 
code violators, angering landlords who 
viewed the measures as too harsh. 

LEFT UNDONE 

The unfinished business that Marinovich 
had hoped to address: Furthering economic 
development to broaden the tax base and 
lower tax bills for property owners. 

Creating plans for an ambitious develop-
ment near the confluence of the Missouri and 
the Kansas Rivers. 

Bringing more commercial and residential 
development to the urban core. 

WHAT’S AHEAD 

Marinovich insists she doesn’t know what 
she will do next. Her immediate plans are to 
take a brief vacation and to spend more time 
in her garden and with her husband, Wyan-
dotte County District Judge Ernie Johnson. 

Is another run for higher office looming? 
‘‘Not at this point,’’ she says. ‘‘I don’t enjoy 
the politics. Never have. I don’t think I ever 
will.’’ 

CAREER HIGHLIGHTS 

1989: Becomes first woman elected to the 
Kansas City, Kan., City Council. 

1995: Becomes the city’s first woman elect-
ed mayor, defeating incumbent Joe 
Steineger. 

1997: Wins voter support for consolidation 
of the city and Wyandotte County govern-
ments; elected first mayor and CEO of the 
county’s Unified Government, defeating 
state legislator David Haley. 

2001: Wins second term as mayor and CEO, 
defeating former City Councilman Elmer 
Sharp; plans are announced to use tax incen-
tives to bring Cabela’s, Nebraska Furniture 
Mart and Great Wolf Lodge to the city. 

2002: Named one of the nation’s top 11 pub-
lic officials by Governing magazine. 

2004: Announces she won’t seek re-election, 
becoming the first mayor in decades to leave 
voluntarily. 

April 20, 2005: Hands over office to Mayor- 
elect Joe Reardon. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF LIEUTENANT 
DAVID WALLACE 

HON. JOHN SHIMKUS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize an extraordinary public servant. 
Lieutenant David Wallace has served the peo-
ple of Litchfield, Illinois, for over 20 years as 
a firefighter and a training officer for first re-
sponders. Like all firefighters, he has dedi-
cated his career to protecting the people of his 
community. 

But on June 7 of last year, Lieutenant Wal-
lace went above and beyond the call of duty, 
even for his noble profession. Just after mid-
night, a 9–1–1 dispatcher reported people 
trapped in a fire in a mobile home just two 
blocks from Lieutenant Wallace’s own home. 
Though off duty, he rushed out the door and 
was the first rescuer on the scene. Upon ar-
rival, he noted the heavy black smoke bil-
lowing out of the building’s back porch. Know-
ing that there was an individual trapped in the 
home, but also aware that his own safety 
equipment was aboard a fire truck that was 
yet to arrive, Lieutenant Wallace made a split- 
second, life-or-death decision to enter the 
burning building and attempt a rescue. 

Once inside, Lieutenant Wallace found a 
man on the floor, unconscious with a weak 
pulse. Relying on his firefighter training and 
his instincts, Lieutenant Wallace crawled the 
ten feet between the door and the victim, and 
began to drag the man out of the burning 
building. Just as he reached the door, the first 
pumper truck reached the scene, and a fire 
captain and an EMT arrived to assist in the 
rescue. The victim was rushed to St. Francis 
Hospital in Litchfield and is alive today thanks 
to the brave efforts of Lieutenant David Wal-
lace. 

At this year’s annual ceremony in Spring-
field, Illinois, Lieutenant David Wallace will be 
awarded the Firefighting Medal of Honor for 
his actions that night. I want to congratulate 
Lieutenant Wallace, his wife Mary and his son 
Michael on this award, and thank David Wal-
lace for his commitment to protecting the lives 
of the people of Litchfield, Illinois. 
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SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate on February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place, and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled, and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
May 5, 2005 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

MAY 6 

9:30 a.m. 
Joint Economic Committee 

To hold hearings to examine the employ-
ment-unemployment situation for 
April 2005. 

1334 LHOB 

MAY 10 

9:30 a.m. 
Judiciary 

To resume oversight hearings to examine 
the implementation of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act. 

SD–226 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-

fairs 
Investigations Subcommittee 

To resume hearings to examine the 
United Nations’ Oil-for-Food Program. 

SD–562 
2 p.m. 

Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions 
Employment and Workplace Safety Sub-

committee 
To hold hearings to examine OSHA and 

small business, focusing on improving 
the relationship for workers. 

SD–430 
2:30 p.m. 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
To hold hearings to examine data broker 

services,and the treatment of such 
services under existing State and Fed-
eral privacy laws. 

SR–253 
Energy and Natural Resources 
National Parks Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine the Na-
tional Park Service’s funding needs for 
administration and management of the 
national park system. 

SD–366 
Armed Services 
SeaPower Subcommittee 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–222 

3:30 p.m. 
Armed Services 
Airland Subcommittee 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–232A 
5 p.m. 

Armed Services 
Emerging Threats and Capabilities Sub-

committee 
Closed business meeting to markup those 

provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–222 

MAY 11 

9 a.m. 
Armed Services 
Strategic Forces Subcommittee 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–222 
9:30 a.m. 

Indian Affairs 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 

Federal recognition of Indian tribes. 
SR–485 

Judiciary 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s 
translation program. 

SD–226 
10 a.m. 

Energy and Natural Resources 
To hold hearings to examine S. 895, to di-

rect the Secretary of the Interior to es-
tablish a rural water supply program in 
the Reclamation States to provide a 
clean, safe affordable, and reliable 
water supply to rural residents. 

SD–366 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions 

Business meeting to consider the pro-
posed Workforce Investment Act 
Amendments of 2005, and pending 
nominations. 

SD–430 
Armed Services 
Personnel Subcommittee 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–232A 
11:30 a.m. 

Armed Services 
Readiness and Management Support Sub-

committee 
Closed business meeting to markup those 

provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–222 
2 p.m. 

Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions 
Bioterrorism and Public Health Prepared-

ness Subcommittee 
To hold hearings to examine 21st century 

biological threats. 
SD–430 

Energy and Natural Resources 
Public Lands and Forests Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine S. 100, to 
authorize the exchange of certain land 
in the State of Colorado, S. 235 and 
H.R. 816, bills to direct the Secretary of 

Agriculture to sell certain parcels of 
Federal land in Carson City and Doug-
las County, Nevada, S. 404, to make a 
technical correction relating to the 
land conveyance authorized by Public 
Law 108–67, S. 741, to provide for the 
disposal of certain Forest Service ad-
ministrative sites in the State of Or-
egon, S. 761, to rename the Snake River 
Birds of Prey National Conservation 
Area in the State of Idaho as the Mor-
ley Nelson Snake River Birds of Prey 
National Conservation Area in honor of 
the late Morley Nelson, an inter-
national authority on birds of prey, 
who was instrumental in the establish-
ment of this National Conservation 
Area, and H.R. 486, to provide for a land 
exchange involving private land and 
Bureau of Land Management land in 
the vicinity of Holloman Air Force 
Base, New Mexico, for the purpose of 
removing private land from the re-
quired safety zone surrounding muni-
tions storage bunkers at Holloman Air 
Force Base. 

SD–366 
2:30 p.m. 

Armed Services 
Closed business meeting to markup the 

proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2006. 

SR–222 
Foreign Relations 
European Affairs Subcommittee 

To hold hearings to examine the United 
States-European Union regulatory co-
operation on emerging technologies. 

SD–419 

MAY 12 

9:30 a.m. 
Armed Services 

Closed business meeting to continue 
markup of the proposed National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2006. 

SR–222 
Judiciary 

Business meeting to consider pending 
calendar business. 

SD–226 
10 a.m. 

Foreign Relations 
Business meeting to consider the nomi-

nations of John Robert Bolton, of 
Maryland, to be the U.S. Representa-
tive to the United Nations, with the 
rank and status of Ambassador, and 
the U.S. Representative in the Security 
Council of the United Nations, and to 
be U.S. Representative to the Sessions 
of the General Assembly of the United 
Nations during his tenure of service as 
U.S. Representative to the United Na-
tions. 

SD–419 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine issues relat-
ing to the planning, providing, and 
paying for veterans’ long-term care. 

SR–418 

MAY 13 

9:30 a.m. 
Armed Services 

Closed business meeting to continue 
markup of the proposed National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2006. 

SR–222 
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MAY 18 

9:30 a.m. 
Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine issues relat-
ing to protecting the judiciary at home 
and in the courthouse. 

SD–226 

SEPTEMBER 20 

10 a.m. 
Veterans’ Affairs 

To hold joint hearings with the House 
Committee on Veterans Affairs to ex-

amine the legislative presentation of 
the American Legion. 

345 CHOB 
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Wednesday, May 4, 2005 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
The Senate was not in session today. It will next 

meet on Monday, May 9, 2005, at 2 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
No committee meetings were held. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Measures Introduced: 47 public bills, H.R. 
2066–2112; and; 6 resolutions, H. Con. Res. 144, 
and H. Res. 257, 259–262, were introduced. 
                                                                                    Pages H2975–78 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H2978–79 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H. Res. 258, waiving points of order against the 

conference report to accompany H.R. 1268, making 
Emergency Supplemental Appropriations for De-
fense, the Global War on Terror, and Tsunami Re-
lief, for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2005 
(H. Rept. 109–73).                                                   Page H2975 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Gingrey to act as Speaker 
Pro Tempore for today.                                           Page H2883 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered today by Rev. M. 
Susan Peterson, Senior Pastor, Gloria Dei Lutheran 
Church in St. Paul, Minnesota.                           Page H2883 

Suspensions—Proceedings Postponed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following 
measures: 

Francis C. Goodpaster Post Office Building 
Designation Act: H.R. 1082, to designate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service located at 120 
East Illinois Avenue in Vinita, Oklahoma, as the 
‘‘Francis C. Goodpaster Post Office Building’’; 
                                                                                    Pages H2887–88 

Honorable Judge George N. Leighton Post Office 
Building Designation Act: H.R. 1542, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 695 Pleasant Street in New Bedford, Massa-

chusetts, as the ‘‘Honorable Judge George N. Leigh-
ton Post Office Building’’;                            Pages H2888–89 

Calling on the Government of the Federal Re-
public of Nigeria to transfer Charles Ghankay 
Taylor to the Special Court for Sierra Leone: De-
bated yesterday, May 3: H. Con. Res. 127, calling 
on the Government of the Federal Republic of Nige-
ria to transfer Charles Ghankay Taylor, former Presi-
dent of the Republic of Liberia, to the Special Court 
for Sierra Leone to be tried for war crimes, crimes 
against humanity, and other serious violations of 
international humanitarian law, by a 2/3 yea-and-nay 
vote of 421 yeas to 1 nay, Roll No. 155; 
                                                                                    Pages H2917–18 

Recognizing the 60th anniversary of VE Day 
and the Liberation of Western Bohemia: Debated 
yesterday, May 3: H. Res. 195, recognizing the 60th 
anniversary of Victory in Europe (VE) Day and the 
Liberation of Western Bohemia, by a 2/3 yea-and- 
nay vote of 419 yeas and none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll 
No. 156; and                                                        Pages H2918–19 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: resolution 
recognizing the 60th anniversary of the Liberation of 
Western Bohemia by United States Armed Forces 
during World War II and the continued friendship 
between the people of the United States and the 
Czech Republic.                                                          Page H2919 

Recognizing the 60th anniversary of VE Day 
during WWII: Debated yesterday, May 3: H. Res. 
233, amended, recognizing the 60th anniversary of 
Victory in Europe (V–E) Day during World War II, 
by a 2/3 yea-and-nay vote of 423 yeas with none 
voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 158.                                Page H2936 
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Federal Deposit Insurance Reform Act of 2005: 
The House passed H.R. 1185, to reform the Federal 
deposit insurance system, by a yea-and-nay vote of 
413 yeas to 10 nays, Roll No. 157.         Pages H2919–37 

Agreed that the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services printed in the bill be considered as 
an original bill for the purpose of amendment. 
                                                                                            Page H2935 

Rejected: 
Rohrabacher amendment that sought to strike sec-

tion 3 of the bill.                                               Pages H2932–35 
Withdrawn: 
Maloney amendment that was offered and subse-

quently withdrawn that would have changed some 
wording in section 3, regarding the definition of 
Standard Maximum Deposit Insurance amount; and 
add a new subparagraph regarding Conditions for In-
creased Deposit Insurance Coverage.        Pages H2931–32 

Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make 
technical and conforming changes in the engross-
ment of the bill.                                                         Page H2937 

H. Res. 255, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill was agreed to by voice vote. 
                                                                                    Pages H2889–90 

Vocational and Technical Education for the Fu-
ture Act: The House passed H.R. 366, to amend 
the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 1998 to strengthen and improve pro-
grams under that Act, by a recorded vote of 416 
ayes to 9 noes, Roll No. 154.               Pages H2896–H2917 

Rejected the George Miller (CA) motion to re-
commit the bill to the Committee on Education & 
the Workforce with instructions to report the bill 
back to the House forthwith with an amendment, by 
a yea-and-nay vote of 197 yeas to 224 nays, Roll 
No. 153.                                                                 Pages H2915–17 

Agreed that the amendment in the nature of a 
substitute recommended by the Committee on Edu-
cation & the Workforce printed in the bill be con-
sidered as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment.                                                                                Page H2905 

Agreed to: 
Castle amendment (No. 1 printed in H. Rept. 

109–69) that provides that funding for Tech-Prep 
activities are held harmless to the amount that was 
appropriated to the Tech-Prep in FY05 in order to 
reinforce the consolidation of the Tech-Prep program 
with the Basic State Grant program;       Pages H2912–13 

Wu amendment (No. 2 printed in H. Rept. 
109–69) that allows states to use funds designed to 
facilitate the transition of vocational and career edu-
cation students into baccalaureate degree programs; 
and:                                                                           Pages H2913–14 

Millender-McDonald amendment (No. 3 printed 
in H. Rept. 109–69) that provides that local funds 

may be used for programs that assist in the training 
of automotive technicians in diesel retrofitting, hy-
brid, hydrogen, and alternative fuel automotive tech-
nologies.                                                                  Pages H2914–15 

H. Res. 254, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill was agreed to by voice vote. 
                                                                                    Pages H2891–96 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Five yea-and-nay votes and 
one recorded vote developed during the proceedings 
today and appear on pages H2916–17, H2917, 
H2918, H2918–19, H2935–36 and H2936. There 
were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 9:50 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE PROGRAM 
Committee on Agriculture: Subcommittee on General 
Farm Commodities and Risk Management, hearing 
to Review the Federal Crop Insurance Program. Tes-
timony was heard from the following officials of the 
USDA: Keith Collins, Chief Economist and Chair-
man Federal Crop Insurance Corporation; and Ross J. 
Davidson, Jr. Administrator, Risk Management 
Agency; and public witnesses. 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
FISCAL YEAR 2006 APPROPRIATIONS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on the De-
partment of Homeland Security approved for full 
Committee action the Department of Homeland Se-
curity Appropriations for Fiscal Year 2006. 

INTERIOR, ENVIRONMENT, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES FISCAL YEAR 2006 
APPROPRIATIONS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Inte-
rior, Environment, and Related Agencies approved 
for full Committee action the Interior, Environment, 
and Related Agencies Appropriations for Fiscal Year 
2006. 

SCIENCE, THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, 
JUSTICE, AND COMMERCE, AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Science, 
The Departments of State, Justice, and Commerce, 
and Related Agencies continued appropriation hear-
ings. Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Ordered reported 
the following measures: H.R. 869, To amend the 
Controlled Substances Act to lift the patient limita-
tion on prescribing drug addiction treatments by 
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medical practitioners in group practices; H.R. 184, 
Controlled Substances Export Reform Act of 2005; 
H. Res. 169, Recognizing the importance of sun 
safety; H.R. 1812, Patient Navigator Outreach and 
Chronic Disease Prevention Act of 2005; and H. 
Res. 250, Supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Hepatitis B Awareness Week, 10 a.m., 2123 
Rayburn. 

FLU SEASON READINESS 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Held a hearing on 
the State of Readiness for the 2005–2006 Flu Sea-
son. Testimony was heard from the following offi-
cials of the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices: Julie Louise Gerberding, M.D., Director, Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention; Bruce 
Gellin, M.D., Director, National Vaccine Program; 
and Jesse Goodman, Director, Center for Biologics 
Evaluation and Research, FDA. 

ASSESSING DATA SECURITY 
Committee on Financial Services: Held a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Assessing Data Security: Preventing Breaches 
and Protecting Sensitive Information.’’ Testimony 
was heard from public witnesses. 

TERRORIST FINANCING/MIDDLE EASTERN 
FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations and the Subcommittee 
on International Terrorism and Nonproliferation of 
the Committee on International Relations held a 
joint hearing entitled ‘‘Starving Terrorists of Money: 
The Role of Middle Eastern Financial Institutions.’’ 
Testimony was heard from Stuart Levey, Under Sec-
retary, Enforcement, Department of the Treasury; 
Paul Simons, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, 
Bureau for Economic and Business Affairs, Depart-
ment of State; and public witnesses. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT CHALLENGES 
Committee on Government Reform: Subcommittee on 
Government Management, Finance, and Account-
ability held a hearing entitled ‘‘Financial Manage-
ment Challenges at the Department of Justice.’’ Tes-
timony was heard from the following officials of the 
Department of Justice: Paul R. Corts, Assistant At-
torney General, Administration and Chief Financial 
Officer; and Glenn A. Fine, Inspector General. 

OVERSIGHT—9/11 RECOMMENDATIONS 
IMPLEMENTATION ACT 
Committee on International Relations: Subcommittee on 
the Middle East and Central Asia held a hearing on 
9/11 Recommendations Implementation Act Over-
sight, Part 1—Oppressors vs. Reformers in the Mid-

dle East and Central Asia. Testimony was heard from 
the following officials of the Department of State: 
Michael G. Kozak, Acting Assistant Secretary, Bu-
reau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor; and 
J. Scott Carpenter, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Bu-
reau of Near Eastern Affairs; and public witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—NEW JOBS IN RECESSION 
AND RECOVERY 
Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immi-
gration, Border Security, and Claims held an over-
sight hearing New Jobs in Recession and Recovery: 
Who are Getting Them and Who are Not? Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM— 
PERSONAL WATERCRAFT USE 
Committee on Resources: Subcommittee on National 
Parks held an oversight hearing on Personal 
Watercraft use in the National Park System. Testi-
mony was heard from Representative Westmoreland; 
Paul Hoffman, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Fish, 
Wildlife and Parks, Department of the Interior; and 
public witnesses. 

OVERSIGHT—RURAL ELECTRICITY— 
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES 
Committee on Resources: Subcommittee on Water and 
Power held an oversight hearing entitled ‘‘Stabilizing 
Rural Electricity Service Through Common Sense 
Application of the Endangered Species Act.’’ Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

CONFERENCE REPORT—EMERGENCY 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FISCAL 
YEAR 2005 
Committee on Rules: Granted, by voice vote, a rule 
waiving all points of order against the conference re-
port to accompany H.R. 1268, making Emergency 
Supplemental Appropriations for Defense, the Global 
War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief, for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2005, and against its 
consideration. The rule provides that the conference 
report shall be considered as read. The rule author-
izes the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
to file a supplemental report to accompany H.R. 
748. Testimony was heard from Chairman Lewis and 
Representative Peterson of Minnesota. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Science: Ordered reported the following 
bills: H.R. 921, Minority Serving Institution Digital 
and Wireless Technology Opportunity Act of 2005; 
H.R. 250, amended, Manufacturing Technology 
Competitiveness Act of 2005; and H.R. 1674, 
amended, United States Tsunami Warning and Edu-
cation Act. 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES AND SMALL BUSINESS 
Committee on Small Business: Held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Anticompetitive Threats from Public Utilities: Are 
Small Businesses Losing Out?’’ Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

AVIATION TRUST FUND—FINANCIAL 
CONDITION 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Aviation held an oversight hearing en-
titled ‘‘Financial Condition of the Aviation Trust 
Fund: Are Reforms Needed?’’ Testimony was heard 
from the following officials of the Department of 
Transportation: Marion C. Blakey, Administrator, 
FAA; and Kenneth M. Mead, Inspector General; 
Gerald Dillingham, Director, Physical Infrastructure 
Issues, GAO; and public witnesses. 

SERVICEMEMBERS MEASURES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Eco-
nomic Opportunity held a hearing on the following: 
H.R. 419, Hire Veterans Act of 2004; H.R. 2046, 
Servicemembers’ Health Insurance Protection Act of 
2005; Homeless Veterans Reintegration Program 
Reauthorization Act of 2005; and a measure To 
amend the Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to pro-
vide protection against double taxation for members 
of the Armed Forces absent from their residence or 
domicile solely by reason of compliance with mili-
tary orders. Testimony was heard from Craig W. 
Duehring, Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary, Re-
serve Affairs, Department of Defense; John M. 
McWilliam, Deputy Assistant Secretary, Operations 
and Management, Veterans’ Employment and Train-
ing Service, Department of Labor; Cynthia Bascetta, 
Director, Veterans’ Health and Benefits Issues, GAO; 
T. P. O’Mahoney, Chairman, President’s National 
Hire Veterans’ Committee; and representatives of 
veterans organizations. 

Joint Meetings 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS ACT 
Conferees on Tuesday, May 3, agreed to file a con-
ference report on the Senate and House passed 
versions of H.R. 1268, making emergency supple-
mental appropriations for defense, the global war on 
terror, and tsunami relief, for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2005. 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
MAY 5, 2005 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
No meetings/hearings scheduled. 

House 
Committee on Armed Services, hearing on the status of 

Tactical Wheeled Vehicle Armoring Initiatives and Im-
provised Explosive Device (IED) Jammer Initiatives in 
Operation Iraqi Freedom, 9 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, Subcommittee 
on 21st Century Competitiveness, hearing entitled ‘‘Col-
lege Credit Mobility: Can Transfer Credit Policies be Im-
proved?’’ 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations, hearing to Review Ongoing 
Management Concerns at Los Alamos National Labora-
tory, 2 p.m., 2322 Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, Subcommittee on Do-
mestic and International Monetary Policy, Trade, and 
Technology, hearing entitled ‘‘Social Security Reform: 
Successes and Lessons Learned,’’ 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Government Reform, to consider the fol-
lowing: H.R. 627, To designate the facility of the United 
States Postal Service located at 40 Putnam Avenue in 
Hamden, Connecticut, as the ‘‘Linda White-Epps Post 
Office;’’ H.R. 1760, To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 215 Martin Luther 
King, Jr., Boulevard in Madison, Wisconsin, as the 
‘‘Robert M. La Follete, Sr., Post Office Building’’; and H. 
Res. 231, Recognizing and celebrating the life and ac-
complishments of the great African American jockey 
Jimmy ‘‘Wink’’ Winkfield and the significant contribu-
tions and excellence of other African American jockeys 
and trainers in the sport of horse racing and the history 
of the Kentucky Derby; General Services Administration 
Modernization Act; followed by a hearing entitled ‘‘Risk 
and Responsibility: The Roles of FDA and Pharma-
ceutical Companies in Ensuring the Safety of Approved 
Drugs, Like Vioxx,’’ 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on International Relations, hearing on Pro-
moting Democracy through Diplomacy, 9:30 a.m., 2172 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Africa, Global Human Rights and 
International Operations, hearing on Ethiopia and Eritrea: 
Promoting Stability, Democracy and Human Rights, 2 
p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism and the Committee on Homeland Security, 
oversight hearing on the Implementation of the USA PA-
TRIOT Act: Section 212—Emergency Disclosure of Elec-
tronic Communications to Life and Limb, 10 a.m., 2141 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Immigration, Border Security and 
Claims, oversight hearing entitled ‘‘New ‘Dual Missions’ 
of the Immigration Enforcement Agencies,’’ 2:30 a.m., 
2141 Rayburn. 
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Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Subcommittee on Dis-
ability Assistance and Memorial Affairs, oversight hearing 
to review the operations of the Board of Veterans’ Ap-
peals (BVA) and the Appeals Management Center (AMC), 
10:30 a.m., 334 Cannon. 

Subcommittee on Economic Opportunity, to mark up 
H.R. 2046, Servicemembers Health Insurance Protection 
Act of 2005, 9 a.m., 334 Cannon. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

2 p.m., Monday, May 9 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Monday: Senate will resume consideration 
of H.R. 3, Transportation Equity Act. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Thursday, May 5 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Consideration of the Conference 
Report to accompany H.R. 1268, Emergency Supple-
mental Wartime Appropriations Act. 
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